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\Nubes'Teſtwum; 


Wherein is ſhewn 
That ANTIQUITY (in celacki ro the 
Points of Controverlie ſet down by Him) 
did not for the firſt five hundred years 
Believe, Teach or Practiſe, 


As the Church of Rome doth at preſent 
Believe, Teach and Practiſe. 


| 
| Together with a Vindication of the 


VETERES VINDICATI 


From the late weak and dilingenuous Attempts 
| Of the 4 uthor ot 


Tranſubſtantiation Defended, 
| By the Author of the Antwer to Mr. Jc/ater of Putney: 


LO MN D O N, Printed for Henry Mortlockat the Phenix 
in St. Paul's Church- yard. 1688, 
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THE 
Introduction. 


Hen 1 firft entertained the thoughts of, 
pr this Colle&tion of Nubes 
Teſtinm, ' 7 muſt confeſs that I could 
not begin the doing it without fome aw, 
and dread of the Author thereof : 1 

was ſo affraid of encountering with a man of thoſe parts and 
learning he was ſaid to be of, that I was for leaving the 
anſwering his book © men of equal parts and agg 4 

: And I was wery fearful of medling with the man w 

wrote the beſt book that ever was writ, or ever 

A would be written for their cauſe ( as 4 Learned yo 

Squire was pleaſed ro ſay of his Papiſt Miſrepreſen 
and Repreſented ) not knowing but this Nubes Teftium 
might be the Second beſt book in the world, and there- 
fore t00 gigantick for me to grapple with, | 
But 1- took courage notwithanding fach a Character 
of the Author, and lookt upom the Squires Saying as one of 
his Complements to his New Church, and that Honour an4 
Hopes were things ſo ſurprizing and dazeling to his 
Worſhip, that * tis no wonder they made him ſpeak, ſome- 
thing becoming his New Great ſelf: for as to that Book 


of Repreſentations and Miſrepreſentations every body ſaw, 
2 but 
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but thoſe who were reſolved to wink hard, that his ex- 
cellent Anſwerer hath ſufficiently expoſed that book, and 
ſhewn how much more of paint and cunning than of Soli- 
dity nd Sincerity was to be ſeen in it ; «nd for this Book 
under my hands I queſtion not but that I have let the 
Reader /ee, that it # the true ſecond part of the Repre- 
ſenter, who hath ſerved Antiquity and the Primitive Fa- 
thers in thu Nubes juſt as he did in hs other book che 
Church of England, and her preſent or late Writers. 

For the Matter and Authorities out of which this book 
is made up; One would have believed that a Man who had 
preſented the world with ſo large a Colle&tion, was very 
converſant in thoſe Fathers he here makes uſe of and for 
my part 1 ſhould have had ſuch an opinion of him, could 
he but have kept his own Councel 4 little better, and not- 
have brag'd that the Latin of his Authorities: was out of 
C 4) ſuch Editions as are moſt authentick : But when 7 came 


ftium near 10 examine things, 1 quickly perceived. (to ſay" no worſe of 
the end of je ) that this Colleftor ſaid. more -than he knew, ſince 
=; 


the. preſent French Hiſtowian Natalis Alexandre; ozt of 
whom hs whole Nubes Teſtium- ( excepting, a very few 
paſſages ) 1s wholly ſtole, does not acquaint his Reader, 
that I can obſerve, what Editions of the- Fathers he makes 
uſe of : And reaſen good, ſince 1 believe he ſaw very little 
more than our piler :he. Fathers themſelves, bt did 
very fairly take upon truſt : And' which is more F. Alex- 
des tells his Reader in his Preface 9 his firſt volume 
that he makes uſe. of Chriſtopherſons- Tranſlation of 
Euſebius's Hiſtory, which rhe Mex of this age I am ſure 
do not believe ro be. the moſt Authentick ; Jf ow Com- 
Piler (for he that ſteals a whole book withour once. 
mentioning whence he had it, deſerves ns better a title) 
of the Nubes Teſtium do, there is x0 by for it. 

Ie was by remembring. this laſt paſſage in Nataliss. 
Preface, .and comparing it with our Compilers Brag abour 
his Editions of the Fathers being the moſt authentick;. 
chat I came to diſcover our Compilers haunts, and found 
him zo. be che greateſt Plagiary rhat hes appeared. ( | be- 
lieve) 6n the Stage in theſe times. 


1 


. 7 will not trouble my ſelf to prove this charge «pon him 
here, ſince 1 do jt abundantly in» my Anſwer it ſelf, where 
I follow him from paſlage to paſlage, and ſhew not onely 
the book, but the very pages in Natalis Alexandre from 
whence he ſteals. 

But I have a much worſe thing to lay to our Compi- 
lers' charge here, thas the Ungrareful Plagium it /eff, 
and it is, That he hath flole this Nubes Teſtium oxt of 
an Author, every one of whoſe Volumes, ( that are 
made uſe of by our Compiler ) had been condemned 
ro the flames two years before, and forbidden by the 
fupream Authority i= this Church. 

I cannot but lock upon this as « great inſtance of our 
Compilers Sincerity : 1» his Papiſt Miſrepreſented and 
Repreſented He gives this Character of his Papiſt, That ; 
he is one who js ready to behave (6) himſelf cowards Vibe mgt 
his Chief Paſtor [_che Pope ] with all Reverence and gcqrte.19. 
ſubmiſſion, never ſcrupling to receive his Decrees and p. 22. . 
Definitions, ſuch as are ifſued forth by his Authority | 
with all their due Circumſtances, and according to the 
Law in the Concern of the whole Flock : and this, 
whether He [che Pope ] has the Afliſtance of a Divine 
Infallibility or no, &c. | 

Here our Compiler .did not charaterize himſelf, mor 
is this 1 az ſure any Picture of his, for norwithſtanding alt 
this ſmooth diſcourſe i that Chapter about the Pope, 
He does in this book af direQly contrary to it ; F. A- 
lexandre's books mw the twelyth Century inclufively 
were ordered to be examined, and the. Pope committed 
the examination of them ro ſome of his Cardinals joyn- 
ing with them ſom? peculiar Divines, who together did 
agree unanimouſly thar F. Alexandre's books deſerv- 
ed to be rrokibited and condemned ; por this the 
Pope 4id not only by his Breve condemn thoſe Books, 
but did forbid the keepin? as well as reading of them, 
did inhibit all the faithful of what condition or ſtate 
{oever; under the pain of -excommunication immediately 
incurred the Printing TR ANSCRIBING, 
RE AD ING or USING ALL or ANY of 

THOSE 


FHOSE BOOKS: and yet our Compiler bad the 

Courage, notwithſtanding the Excommunication denounced, 

and incurred by him, nor onely ro KEE P\ ard T'O0 

READ, but to PRINT, TO TRANSCRIBE 

ind TO MAKE USE OF SOME of THOSE 
CONDEMNED BOOKS. | 

I cannot ſee how-'ouwr Compiler will anſwer this * bis 

contempt : 4nd this ſeems to be 4 tryal of $kil berwixe 

the Pope and Him about Infallibility; if the Pope ve 

(2) Sce for this his i8th cha Infallible (as 7 believe our Compiler »ſed 

concerning he "Pope i hrs Pon oa think (c) him) then «prod Compiler y 

Miſrepreſ. and Repreſ- in a miſerable condition 3 b»t f our 

- Compiler be the Infallible, (4s He bad 

need tb be that ated thus point-blank ageinſt the dog Ss ma- 


mpiler: ſhould evade the ſevere charge laid 
againſt him, by pretending all this is bt « dream and an In- 


againft Natalis Alexandre, 1w1ll here put it down, and tranſ- 
late it ſo as that my Englith Reader may underſtand it alſo. 


INNOCENT the Eleventh, POPE, 
INNOCENTIUS P. P. XI. ad þtr- the FUEE, : 
pttuam oat _—— OED we; oe, PERTSTGAL MEMO- 


Cum in Lucem prodierint quidam libri, Whereas certain Books have been 


Aitbore fratre Natali Alex andre, Ordins 4 - , 
P 57 4 avon Pariſiis impreſſt, aidebiees publiſhed, the Author Br. Natalss A- 


alii in ——_ rolamins diſtributi & 4 mag" g wy _ 
primo uſque ad ducdecimun ſeculam in» forme of which divided- into 
clufive tditi, ſub titulo, SeleAa Hiſto- Volumes [deducing the Hiſtory Ne 


ria Eccleſiaſticz capita, & in loca 
cjuſdem infigniora. Difſerrariones Church] from the firſt to the twelvth . 


Hiſtoricz, Chronologicz, Criticz, Century inclufively. are put forth un-. 
WT; 5 _ 4 pee” der the. Title of Selet. Heads. of Eccle- 
al2 divift ſub Titulvs, Summa $. - | ! . 7 nyt , 
NZ yindicata : D:fſerrationum Ec- faſt ical Hiſt OY, wich Hiſt oricaly ow 
s|c{iaſticacum Tr:as, &c, Difſerracto nological, Critical and Os Dif- 
ertations 


ſertations upon the more famous parts 


thereof ;, others divided into four Trafts 
under the Titles of Sr. Thomas's Summes 
vindicated, a Triade of Eccleſiaſtical 
. Diſſertations, &c. a Ftolemical Dif- 
ſertation concerning Sacramental Con- 
feſſion, &c. an Animadverſion upon 
Launoy's Obſervations about Simony. 
Having made choice of s) 
our Reverend Brethren the Cardi- 
nals,together with ſome other DoQors 
v. Divinity for the examination of the 


d Books, and having heard, and 
throughly examined the faid Divines 
Opinions, they did unanim ve 

eir Ju that all the above- 
named Books (if it ſeemed good tous 
ſhould be protubleed and condemned. 
Hercugon defirous to d 

y that oral charge com- 


mitted to us by our as we 
the Counſel of the ſaid as 


of our own motion and certain 
knowled mature deliberation 
and alſo he PLENITUDE O 


t 
APOSTOLICAL POWER We do 
DAMN and REPROBATE by vir- 
tue of theſe preſents ALL and EVE- 
RY of the above-named Books, and 


we do forbid their being either |. 


READ or KEPT, and we do alto- 
ether inhibit ALL and EVERY of 

e FAITHFUL of- what condition 
or quality ſoever, the PRINTING, 
TR IBING, READING, or 
USE of all and -EVERY of the faid 
Books, under Pain of Excommunica- 
tion to be incurred ip/o fatto WITH- 
OUT ANY OT DECLA- 


(a) 


f prediffes, ( 
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Polemica de Confeſſione Sacrattien- 
rali, &c, conre Launoijanas circa 
Simomam obſervationes Animad- 
veriio ; Quaemplurts antim tx Vinera- 
bilibus fratribus noſtris $. R. E. Car- 
dinalibus ad eorundem librorum examen 
knz cum nonnullis in Sacr2 TheologiA 
Magiftris 4 nobis ſpicialiter dls, 
anditis diftorun Thilogorum, matu- 
reque diſcuſſis ſeutentiis, onnes libros 
ite NOBIS placerct ) 
probibendos &> condemnandos efft wnant- 
mi conſenſu cenſuerint : Hine eſt quod 
nos creditum nobis 4 Domino paſtoralis 
cure atque vigilantie munus quantum 
nobis tx alto concatitur, ſalubriter ext- 


ul expientes, ds wrandem Cardinalium 


cert2 ſcienti2 4c maturg deliberatione 
noftra, deque APOSTOLIC PO=- 
ATIS PLENIFUDINE omnes 
Jngnlos libros ſupradiplas tenore pre- 
ſentium danngwus & riprobamus, ac 
LEGIT ſeu RETINERT probibemus, 
7 librorum OMNIUM &- 
Inpreſſionem, DE- 
SCRIFTIONEM, LECTIONEM &+ 
USUM OMNIBUS & SINGULIS 
Chriſti Fiddibus ttiam ſptcifica, & 
individue mentions & expreſſione dig- 
ns, SUB POSNA EXCOMMU- 
NICATIONIS. per contrafacientes ipſo 
facto ABSQYE ALIA DECL A- 
RATIONE RRENDA, a qu4 
nemo 4 quoquam prettrquam 4 Nobis, ſis 
Romane Pontifice pro tempor exiſtente, 
iſs in mortis *articulo conflitutus 
olationis ben:ficium wvaleat obtinere, 
omnino interdicimus. Volentes & Apo= 
flolica Authoritate mandantes, ut qui- 
cungut libros predifies, vel torun ali- 
penes ſe babuerint, illos ſta illum 
Ratin atque preſentts litere tis inno» 
turrint, teneantur tradere atque config- 
nare locorum = vel berttice 
avitatis Inquiſtoribus, qui extmplaria 
oe fic tradita illico flammis aboleri 
ten in contrarium _—_ _ 
0b anibus quobuſ cunquee t autem i 
RATION 


Coaſt, a ttiam moty proprio & ex. 


| 
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ifte preſintes Litere omnibus facilius RATION by any that a& contrary to 
inoteſcant, nec quiſquan Juarum ign (1; our Decree, who ſhall not be ab- 


rextian allegary poſt, Valumus & Aw. nn (except AT THE POINT 


thoritate pre 46a. dicernimus illas ad 

vatuas Baſic. Principis Apoſtolman OF DEATH) by any perſon beſides 
ac Carctliaia Aiielicg, &'c I our ſelf, and the Pope of Rome for the 
Rong apud Sonun, Peruw 1 3 me being. And We will, and com- 


 Rulo . Filcatoriy dit dtcima. Fulll 1684. 
Portif-2tus noftri anno oftauo, Oc. 


mand by our Apoſtolick Authority, 


Tithe Nouvclles de-4a Republique that if any perſons have all or any of 


des Letrrcs 


for the month of OST thoſe (aid Books in their cuſtody, rhey 


1684. p. 250, 261, &C. ſhall deliver and refign up thoſe Books, 


£6) In his 
rYreface ro 
M's Pars r. 


Ic, I5, &- 


16, 


or 'that Book, as ſoon as theſe our preſent Letters ſhall 
be made known to them, unto the Ordinaries of the places 
C where they live, ] or to.the Inquiſitors, who 'are to take 
care that the Copies ſo, delivered up. to them, be imme- 
diately condemned to the flames, any Canon or Cuſtom 
to the contrary notwithſtanding. And that, theſe our pre- 
ſent Letters may more eaſily come to the knowledge 
of all perſons, and .none may pretend ignorance of them, 
We will and decree. by our Apoſtolick Authority, that 
theſe Letters. be affixed to the. Doors of the Church of 
St. Peter, and of the Apoſtolick Chancery, 8:c. [| the reſt 
concerns onely the ſecuring of this publick, notice. ] Given at 
Rome at St. Peters under the Seal of the Fiſher, the tench 
day o&Fuly 1684. being the eighth year of our Pontificate: 

1 bave not room or leiſure here to makg Refletions up- 
on» the odd management .of the Pape cowards this poor 
Dominican, who does not refrain complaining ( b,). that 
ſuch a Tempeſt ſhould be raiſed againſt him, and nothing 
laid to the Prelates of France, to the Doctors of che Sor- 
bonne, who alF: raught and wrote the ſame that he. bad 
done in any- of theſe Books concerning the Pope's Juriſdi- 
&ion or Infallibility : : Nay, that he ſhould be: condemn- 
ed for writing that, which this Pope himſelf had appro- 
ved of in his Approbation of. the Biſhop of Meaux's 
Expolition. - / think NATALIS ALEX ANDRE ought 
70 be added to the Inſtances of the Sincerity that was, uſed 
in the APPROB ATION of that Book of the Biſhop 
Meaux, for which, thi he himſelf bad. thanks, .yer it;/cewns 
Qthers muſt have Laſhes and Curies for holding _—_— 


' 


ſerting the ſame Dodctrines that De Meaux does there, 

As for our pany a what / condition ſoever he may look. 
upon himſelf to be in, notwithſtanding bs frequenting the 
Romiſh Chappels, I mwſt aſſure him that He 5s by the 
drawing up of this Nubes Teftium, become one of us, 
that is, lyes under the Pope's Curſe, and that he hath Lid 
himſelf oper: ro the malice of his Enemies of his own Party, 
who now may inform the Pope's Nuncio againſt him, and 
prove the Charge ſeverely enough againſt him from this An- 
ſwer, which he hath drawn upon himſelf. 


Having done with the Compiler ; before I conclude. my 
Introduction, 1 muſt . nor forger to be civil to a late Ad- 
verlary who was p_ to Ho me the Honour to lead me 
in Triumph with the Excellent Dean of C. As he aftord- 
ed me a place in his Introduction tw his TRAN 
STANTIATION DEFENDED, /o 1 was reſolved to 
provide him a room in mine, 4nd not to troub'' book 


' with one that nibbles only at half a Page in the EtEres 


Vindicati or Expoſtulatory Letter :o Mr. Sclater of Putney, 
' He 5s very angry at my "Argument about determining 
the THIS in the Propoſition, THIS IS MY BODY, to 
mean Bread, and. takes me to tak, about my Logick, as 
if I had never looks into One- or . had forgot it : I ſuppoſe 
my crime is, .that I did not talk, Metaphyſically, and argue 
in Mood and Figure, and skirmſh with my Dilemma's 
and Soriteges, with Idea's and:Predicates, with Identicals 
and Tay ologicalss which are things. very edifying and ex- 
treamly inſtruftive to a Common' Reader. As to my Ig- 
morance therefore in Logick, 1 carmor. help it at preſent, but 
will, when I am a little better convinced of "my wantsthere- 


' in, than our Author hath. been able to do it : but for miſ- 


calling the Sorites an- Induction, and 'nor: putting my Pro- 
poſitions 4» Mood 'and- Figure; 1 muſt tell him, that 1hbad 
two pretty good reaſons, the one was, becauſe I would 
not, and- the other, becauſe I durſt not. 

I would not, becauſe 1. believed that Induction was 4 
word better known to the Generality of Readers than So0- 
rites, and: that a*plain hs 7 "7 was more convittive to 

a 2 A 


4 Common Reader, than to diſturb him with my Majors 
and Minors, with my Ergo's and Predicates, if 1 could 
fairly avoid them, 1] durſt not, for fear of the Poet, for 1 
could not but remember, bow wery angry the Poet was with 
a very learned Anſwerer for arguing r00 cloſely, bow he 
rwitted bim with ergoteering, and calld bim Grim Logi- 
; Cian, and I was therefore ſo affraid leſt when wexe fell 


to Hind-and-Panthering, and to ſorting or beaſts, 7 
ſhould have been made a Beaſt for my pains, and bavebeen 
nicknam'd I(grim the Logician, to diſtinguiſh me from his 
other Iſgrim. 

Theſe reaſons 1 bope will be accepted, if not, afſoon as 1 
know it, 1 will think, of better : And in the mean time look, 
after the Vindication of my Argument to determine the 
.:1::Vis THIS in our Saviours Words t0 wean Bread; 1 was ſay 
+641,P-57+ ng above in that page which this Gentleman carps ar, 
that if 1 conld prove that the TAIS jn thoſe words wa 

that Propoſition wa/# not be taken in 4 literal (or 
per) ſenſe: And I did endiavew 


was at he lad 
That w he brake was the 
d blefled; That which He gave 
them when he ſaid it was his Body, was that w 
that which He broke, which he 
blefled, which he took into his bands was B 
(4) views ® i . Bread, which he gave his Diſciples 
Vindicati, © This Bread.(a) 


1.7. This Induttion 1 ſaid wa io fair and { clear that 7 


have it that the Induction is & meer and Illuf- 
On, aud which is as obliging, tells me, it proceeded from- 
Ipnoratio Elenchi, Ignorance of Argument or Proof. 
But how 1 pray? Why, after he hath run me down with 
s Kitchin-boy, and forc't me ivto an Abſurdity, 4s he 1 
warraut him, good man, thought he had; He wery. gravely 
affares me that it could not be Bread, becauſe. $00 

changed, 


changed. Before we make one ſtep further, I muſt ask him 
what Church he 5s of, this I know he mill be angry ar, 
but it is neceſſary, becauſe he either is not þ, the Church 
of Rome, or doth not underſtand his own Church. I am 
enquiring what is meant by the Word THIS at the be- 
ginning of the Propoſition, THIS 1S HAY BODY, and 
collefted that it was. Bread, becauſe that was the Subje&t 
of or Saviour's Diſcourſe and Actions immediately before: 
But this Gentleman anſwers me that it could wot bebread 
becanſe it was then changed, that 1s, to reconcile him and 
his Church rogerher, the Bread was changed, and it was 
not changed. 1: was not changed, /aith che Church o 
Rome, ſince the change enſues the pronouncing the whole 
Propofition of THIS IS MY BODY. It was chang- 
ed ſaith the Anſwerer ro me; But whether before or at 
the pronouncing of THIS he hath not told ts. 1 cannot but 
deſire of him, who is /o civil as to ſend me to read Logick 
again, that he would condeſcend ſo fer as look into the Coun- 
cel of Florence, and ſee by whoſe words and when the 
Change of the Bread is made in Conlecration. Ler hi 

look, into Turrecremata's Diſcourſe rhere to convince (4) (5) Concil." 
the Orientals that the Change is onely made by the pro- T0 
nouncing of our Lords own words, T AI1S is my Body, ::. ywn. 
and then tell me whether he is ſtill of the opinion that 5,8.3.1143, 


by T HIS cannot be meant the Bread, ſince it is already — og 


changed. _— 

As this. is enougn to ſhew not only the weakneſs of bis coun 
anſwer, but the Sillineſs of his argument from Raw 1572. 
Fleſh, 2:14 Water, 4nd Sacramental Bread, jo- al- 
lows will as fully diſcover his difingenuity : After 1 Had 
ſpoken of the clearnels of my Induction, 7 wrged my Ar- 
gument f#rther, that if by T HIS is: not meant the Vier: Viu- 
Bread, I delired to : know what it was exclufive to 4icari, p.57. 
Bread; And further, how the Bread could be by the 
words, THISIS M Y BODY, converted incothe 
Body of Chriſt, if the Bread was not mentioned here, 
nor meant by the word T HIS. 

This part of :be Argument o«r Anſwerer durſ# not un- - 
dertake, but wery fairly flips it over the' connected. to the 

| Induction, 


Induction. and falls to- upbraiding me, as if I was for be- 
ing the Great Champion of the Proteſtant Cauſe, and 
derides my next words about my ſaying this matter and 
argument was ſo demonſtrative, that I could not bur 
ſtand. amazed that Men who pretend to reaſon could 
refuſe it ; as if what he had ſaid had fully anſwered the 
- demonſtration -( as he calls it ) when as he had not the 
face to ſay one word to the latter, and ſtronger - part 
of it. This 4s juſt as if one in the Schools could ſay, 
Nego minorem ?0 the firſt Syllogiſm of is opponent, 
and not one Syllable to the following Syilogiing where- 
in the Argument it brought ro a Head, and yet brag 
that he -had not onely anſwered, 'but expoſed his Oppo- 
4nd: ſo. be deals with me about my Remarks «pox this 
thing. 1 obſerved that thoe* our Saviour did not ſay plain- 
ly, This Bread is my- Body, yet he ſaid according to 
St. Luke and St. Paul, This CUP is the new Teſta- 
ment in my Blood, which. paſſage.  rhought and ſaid 
did fully. determine, 'that the Bread was as much meant 
in the This-is "my: Body, as the Cup was in the This 
is my Blood in St; Matthew. and St- Hark, This the 
Anſwerer will ot allow, but goes. as weakly to work about 
diſproving as any Adverſary could wiſh. He begins with 
#1 exctllent Obſervation that the word This in the 
poſition, This Cup is the new Teſtament in my. Blood, 
15. joyned to'the word Cup, by 'a known Figure. 1 wil 
liy him all 1 ſhall be worth this' year; that there is - never 
a Schoolmaſter in this City car. rel me by what Figure 
it is that T HI $'4s joyned to Cup, —_—_ my part I 
have forgot my Rhetorick as well as Logick if there be 
fuch a Figure : | And am affraid-.it is. ſome Metaphyſi- 
cal ot Rhetorical' Figure. But | ro-ileave; this 'ridiculons 
Stuff, what he would ſay is, that by this Cup is:meant That 
which is contained in the Cup : And pray 'who ever de- 
ayed this, and 'how does this diſprove me? His only buſi- 
neſs is ro bewilder himſelf, 7 brought that plain paſlage 
#2 $t. Paul, This Cup, to determine what \was meant by 
the THIS in the Obſcure one 3» Sr. Matthew ; He s 


or 
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for carrying it back, and for illuſtrating +he plain Texr' 
by 'the obſcure one, which is ſuch a ſottiſh 7 of ma- 
nagement, as will perplex Controverſy to eternity, and make 
every thing alike obſcure. | 
. His further Anſwer- is, that if. we explain the words 
This Cup, &c.. ro mean This Wine is my Blood. ( as it 
moſt certainly ought to 'be ) ' then the words in this ſenſe 
will be contrary to the Rules of Humane diſcourſe, as 
he fays he ſhews p. 33; 34- of his Book. - S639" 

I have looked there; and defire every one elſe that hath. a. 
mind to read ewovr three Pages about nothing. 1-will- onely 
pr that our ſenſe of the words is onely contrary.to-his Rules: 
of Diſcourſe; andrhat fince-He was nor the Maſter - of; Lan- 
guage to our Saviour, toreach him how : :o expreſs-him(elf, 
we will be #uled by-our 'Savionr's words; and the-phraſe: of. 
the Eaſtern Nations wher our Saviour converſed-'in the world, 
and not by this pragmatical Maſter of Mataphyitcal Cetemo- 
mes. - J. 0 @ 3:15:05 TY: 
| Gag hath rare / this any _ lets. ha 
other paſs quietly, wherein I obſerved thar:as\onr: Saviour;\at- 
ter COD called the Wine the Fruit of (c) the ( 4 Match, . + 
Vine, ſo St. Pauldoes not leſs than three times call the Bread © **” 
after Conſecration Bread. 1: have promiſed in my Book, 
and therefore ſhould have ſhewn here againſt my Adverſary, 
rbat not oncly our Saviour's and the Apoſtles expreſſions ca- | 
xot be underſtood otherwiſe than to mean by THIS the Bread, ES 
but that St. Tgnatius and Juſtin, Irenzus 4nd Origen, and I 
rwenty other Fathers do ſay of Bread, that It is the Body of EA 
Chriſt, which it cannot be any otherwiſe than in a figurative £24 
ſenſe : but ſince 1 am told I ſhall have occaſion to wade deeper 
into this Controverſy, 1 ſhall reſerve it for a further opportuni- 
ty, if the Superiours have a mind to have the Antiquary of 
Putney ſet forth once more in his true Colours. But this, 
as He and They can agree it, 1 will onely tell him here, that 
I hope in God I am able, and that 1 am ſure I am willing to - 
make good the Charge drawn up againſt him 1» the Expoſtula- 
tory Letrer. - 

I bave but one word more to my Anſwerer, that he is very 


diſingenious in ſaying that T have a Relerved Diſtintion of . 
_. Chriſts. 


P- 102- 


Chriſt's Natural «»d Spiritual Fleſh and Blood ; whereas if 
any one will : ake the peinsto conſulr that place which he re- 
fers to in my Book, he will find that the Diſtintion is nor 
(4) Vee mine, but the Fathers (' 4) and that by Spiritual was meant 
Vindicatl, Chriſt's Sacramental or Symbolical Body, as he might have 


ſeen _ enough in that Book. = 
Thus u« all that concerns mie #: that Introduction ro 
TRANSUBSTANTIATION DEFENDED; I ſuall not 
trouble my ſelf with the reſt of the Introduction, or 
with the Book, -1 will only tell him, that he is fallen in- 
#0 the hands of one, who it's forty to one will ſpoil bis ever 
putting out 'his Second Part againſt that Incomparable 
(es; but that if he does, and brings any ting 
gainſt me ( as he threatens ro do) in that Second 
worth anſwering, 1 will toke care to return him the civility 
of an Anſwer, and only deſire him that he would manage 
what he ſays there with a little more care, clearneſs 14 
ingenuity z or elſe I mgy be perſuaded not ro throw away 
my time in anſwering ſuch weak and filly objeftions as He hath 


AN 


The COMPILER of the 


Nubes Teſtium. 


—_—_ 


CREET..L 
Concerning the Donariſts. 


CECT. L 


HE Compiler of the Nabes Teftium, having underta- 

| ken to-ſhew , in the thirty /eventh Chapter of his oo 
Miſrepreſented and Repreſented , the great improbability 

of any Innovations being made by the Church of Rome in Mat- 
ters of Faith, was almoſt willing in that place to have made ir 
evident from the Unanimous Tradition of the Primitive Fathers of 


the fir/t five hundred years eſpecially ; for which good purpoſe He 
was making up his Collections , as he tells us ®, but finding the « papiſt Mil 
Matter to increaſe much beyond expettation upon his hands, He did repreſ- and 
reſerve them for another Occaſion , and hath now acquicted RPreb 257+ 
himſelf of that obligation in the publiſhing of this Book. 

In his firſ# Book he was very (olicitous with abundance of words 
to remove the falſe ſlander ( as he would have it thought) of 
Novelty affixed to his Church; in this Book He is as defirous of 


doing 


(2) 
doing it by an Abundance of Duotations Out of the Primitive Fa- 
. thers, and thereby of chrowing/it among # of the Reformarion, 
4 Since Novelty in Faith therefore-is ſuch a Scandal, as all, that 
are Chriſtians , are for clearing themſelves from ; we of the 


Church of England are yerywilling to Join iſſie with this Cawpi- 


ler, and to refer the Jager of the Points Foneropacte 
berw ixt 5 and the Church of Rome, ſet down by h this Bock, 
to the writings of the Primitive Fathers : that fo after a fair and 
true ſtating of the particular Points in debate, and the calling 
in of the Teſtimonies of the firſ# Fathers ; the learned and un- 
learned part of the World alſo may ſee whether of the :wo Chur- 
ches of Enpiand or Rowe deſeryes the charge of Novelty, and whether 
of them, after all this duſt that hath been raiſed, muſt be content 
. to wear this hatgd badge of . Novelty and Innovation- Since 
the Qze. of them gu of neceffity doe Þ io this great Divifion 
of Dodtrine, and Difference of Praicethat is (o viſible betwixt 
tA | . 
I ſhall proceed in the Method uſed by the Compiler, and fairly 
examine how, and whether the Teſtimonies from Antiquiry (all 
which (excepting two or three) our Compiler hath , without 
making the leaſt mention of it, borrowed from Natali Alexar- 
_ dre ) do declare for, and illuſtrate the preſent Doftrines and Prati- 
ces Of the Church of Rome. | 
Our Compiler begins his Book with an Account of the Donatifs 
Schiſm and Hereſiez; which He hath colle&ed out of Varalis 
. Alexanare's Account of them in his Pars prima Secalt quarti, from 
» Natalis A- þ e 30d, ; | a 
pms I thall not trouble my felf with any Obſervations npon that 
Eccleſiaftice Account of the Donatifts in this $us nor my Reader with any 
Capita, Gc. diſſent about the beginning of this Schiſms, betwixt the Learned ' 
Paris, 1679. H, Valcfies and Father Alexandre, but proceed to the fir/t charge 
againſt the Donartifts, and the Fathers Oppoſition to it ; ho did 
( as our Compiler tells us) maintain againſt thoſe Sehiſmaticks 3 
That in the Church of Chrift there are both good and wicked men : 
That her Faith remains Pure and Uncorrupted , notwithſtanding the 
Sins of her corrupt Members, apd that their wickedneſs is not ſuffic 
* Nubes Tefti- ent Motive for any to deſert her Communion ©, 
wm, page 22 For the Proof of this our Compiler Cites the Teſtimonies of St.Cy- 
prian, St. Auſtin, St. Hierom, and St. Auſtin again, every ſyllable 


of which ,2=«tations are taken out of Natalis Alexanare's pers. 
eighth 


% . 
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(3) 
eihth Diſſertation againſt the Dinatiſfts 4; the fr ft from pare 17 3.4 In his Pare 
TR Yrraer tf the ſecond from page 174. hers fe page ſecunda Seculi 
175. the /aft from pages 178; 179. 49,4 guarthe 
I wonder how this Gentleman came to begin this Book with the 
Buſineſs of the Donarift. geen, bis Book tells ns, that 
his Collet#ions concern the chief points of Controverſie at preſent wnder 
bare; now this is ſo far from being 2 chief poie , that it is m 
point Of Controverfie at all betwixt defer 6 vp He that hath : 
been ſo much concerned in the Debates of late , cannot bur very 
well know, that this thing of the Fickedneſs of ſome Members in the 
Church of Rome hath not been infiſted on , or ever urged 25 the 
Reaſon of the Divifon betwixt ww and them. And indeed it 
would have puzked me to have gueſſed, what this buſineſs of the 
' Dwatiſts was now ſtarted for, and yyhat ſervice it would doe 
theſe Gentlemen of the Charch of Rome , had I not found in Fa  _. 
ther Alexandre himſelf ©, that choſe Proofs of the Fathers were as * Piſſertatio 
ſevere upon the Lutherans and Catvinifts ( among one of which "757 0 


parties [ they rank »« of the Church of England ) as upon mn oi 
the Donatiſts themſelves. .culi quarti, 


But cs is fach/a miſty Conſequence, as I confeſs I cannot ſee pag: 158. 
through , or penetrate into it 3 the Fathers tawght , that none ought 
to forſake the Communion of the Church for the wicked lives off any 'mens- 
bers thereof , and that the Donatiſts were Schiſmaticks for forſaking 
it upon /ach a account ;, theſe Proofs by conſequence ( lays Father 
Alexandre ) hold as ftrong againſt our modern Schiſmaricks , but 
how I pray ? do the Calviniffs and Lutherans make the bad lives 
of ſome Papiſts the reaſon of theit Separation from them ? It was « 
great pity that F. Alexandre does not ſhew where #hey do; be- © 
cauſe wirhout the doing ir, he makes this the pirifulleft Conſe- 
qnence | ever read , and very unbecoming one that ſets up for a 
Writer of Paneplies againſt all Heretichs. 

Our Compiler + nor have otnirted,, how this buſineſs of 
the Donatsfts reaches «s ,- but ſhould have &en borrowed the Con- - 
ſequence to have mawled us with it, 2s well as he does the 2»o- 
tations from the Dominican : but perchance He hath fonnd by 
dear experience, that ſuch Conſequences will not down here in E»- 
zland, and therefore-was ſo wiſe as ro omit 77, and to leave Him, 
that made ir, to defend ir. | 

Since then the bringing in of this Errour of the Donatiſts was 
to no purpoſe in the World, but _ filly, and very out, 

pA 1 


(4) 


if deſigned againſt «« ;-not conſequently the Teſtimonies of the 
Fathers about it, I ſhould-now paſs on to his next head; but be- 
fore I doe that, I will here obſerve to the Reader, that our Compi- 
ter is ſo exa. a Tranſcriber of his Maſter, Father Alexandre, that, 
where the after is guilty of fault, he is not aſhamed of being 
ſo too: F. Alexandre _ St. Auſtin, |. 3. cont. Creſcon. C. 34, 


45, 36. I have peruſe 


Les there ; 


however our Compiler 


thoſe Chapters, but cannot find thoſe paſſa- 
i happier, for he finds them 


exactly there, or elſe takes Father Alexandre's word for them; 1 


g 


leave it to the Readey to judge whether is the more probable. 


I cannot but complain here of that Father himſelf alſo , that 
f Diſert. 38. in his other * Teſtimony from St. Aſtin he hath dealt unfaith- 
Pars ſecunda fy)ly with his Reader, he doth omit in the middle of the notation 


Seculi quart, 
P* I Fl 8, I 7 9.1 
Nubes Teft. 
P- 5» 


ſome conſiderable; Names without giving any notice of it by a 
Mark of diſtinttion where the ſentence is broke off. St. A»ſtin in 
this place is taking to task an Objection of the Doxari/ts againſt 


the Charch, for the Wickedneſs of ſome Members thereof, par- 
ticularly of /ome Biſhops of Rome , whom they accuſed of having 
been Traditoxrrs, and of having offered -intenſe to the Heathen 
Geds, He anfwers their Objection by telling them, that it did 


* Prorſus qualeſcunque, fuerint , 
{ here Nat. Alexandre and our 
Compiler leave off ] Marcellinus , 
Marcellus, Sylveſter, Melchiades, 
Menfurius, Czcilianus, atque 'al:z 
qnibus objiciunt pro ſua diſſenſone 
guod wolunt, [ now they begin a- 
gain ] nihil prejudicat Eccleſia Ca- 
thilice toto terrarum orbe diffuſe : 
nullo modo eorum innocentia corona- 
mur ; nullo modo eorum iniquitate 
damnamur. D.Aug. de Unico Bapt. 
cent. Periljan. c. 16. p. 342. Edit. 
Eraſm. 1528. 


not at all prejudice: the:Catholick Church, 
* what ſort of men ſoever Marcellinus, Marcel- 
lus, Sylveſter a»d Melchiades [Biſhops of 
Rome | Menſurius , Cxcilianus [ Biſhops of 
Carthage ] and the reſt were, to whom they in ae- 
fence of their Schiſm did objett mhat things they 
pleaſed , that their innocence winld'not.trown us , 
( whole then I pray. are the merirs that are in 
the Treaſury of the Charch, -andito what pur- 
pole are they kept there ) »wr their wickeaneſs 
damn us. An Anfwer that doth at. once ruin 
the Papal Infalibility and: Supremacy, and: there- 
fore was the more likely to'be:concealed by 


exe Of that' Charch. 1 do not-lay the accuſation agamiſt-our Com- 
piler alſo, becauſe he, good man, was, I believe, purely paſſive in 
the thing, and if he is here unfaithfull to St. Aſtin and to the 
Reader, it is becauſe his Gzide was unfaithfull to him... | 


"SECT. 


(5) 
SECT. IL 


The next Errowr of the Donatifts is about the failure of the 
Church, in Oppoſition to which our Compiler tells us , that the Fa- 
: thers maintain, That the Catholick Church cannot fail, as being aſſiſted 
by the Spirit of God, | | 

I am as much at a loſs about this poine of Controverlie as I was 
about the fir; I have not met with any of our writers that are 
for proving or aſſerting , that this Carholick Church can fail, and 
am thereby pretty well aſſured, that it is none of the Teners of 
our Church-men, that the Catholick Chxrch can or hath failed ; and 
I am as certain that.it is none of the Do&trines of the Church 
it ſelf; ſo that I muſt beg this Gentleman's pardon, that I can- 
not believe, that this opinion of the failure of the Catholick 
Charch is one of the chief points of Controverſie at preſent under ae- 
bate : T am fo far from being of that faith, that I think ir not 
onely ridiculous , bur falfe , to aflert that there is a»y Controverſie 
betwixt us about the failing or not failing 'of the Carholick Church; 
and I cannot but obſerve that our Compiler, who is fo carefull in the 
Appendix to his Colteftions to gather the Conceſſions or Aſerti- 
ons of Proteftants about the points and heads of Controverſie in 
his Book , either forgot to produce their Aſſertions and Conceſſions 
concerning this 20d the precedent point , or was not able to pro- 
duce any, which I am 'the'more ready to believe, becauſe I look 
on the thing as —_ | | | | 

If then, notwithſtanding this Gentleman, there really be s 
Controverſie betwixt us touching this head , both parties believing 
that the CatholickCharch by reaſon of our bleſſed Lord his promiſed 
aſſiſtence cannot fail z- it will very readily be granted ; that all the 


citations-out of the Fathers , upon this head againſt the Donarifts , 


do not inthe leaft affe&t or concern the Chrrch of England , ſince 
/he dereſts that: Error of the Donatriſts as much as any other 

Church: can. 7 Mn 
I need not therefore examine the particular -paſſages, ſince, 
granting th#»all the ſtrength and coilnts they are produced for, 
they are not at'all againſt che Church of Eng/avd. I will onely 
inform the Reader, that-the paſſages for this point are taken out 
of the ſame Volume, and the ſame Diſſertation of Natalis Alexandre 
* that the former were borrowed from. I muſt except the f-/ 
| quotation 


Nubes Teſti: 
um, Pe. 6, 


b See Diſhy. 
tatio 38. 79 
ſecunda Secu- 
li quart, 
þ- 182, 1856, 
164. . 


' Xub Teſt 


Nub. Teft, 
P: 10. , 


(6) 
quotation from St. Cyprian, which does not occur in that place, but 
is, I queſtion not, borrowed from ſome other part of N. Ale- 
xandre's works: I muſt obſerve alſo that our Compiler does in the 
firſ# Teſtimony | from St. Cyprian exactly tranſcribe the Errours of 
his Guide , and that the Gmide himſelf either did not look into 
St. Auſtin for this paſſage , but very honeſtly copied ſome Romiſh 
Friend of his, or was more than half aſleep, when he was writing 
this paſſage thence : without one of theſe I cannot ſee how he 
{ould put reges for regna, and virtwtis for fortitudinis in the begin- 
ning of ir. I have looked into 1wo Or three Editions for this thing, 
and find them exactly agreeing in this place, and diredtly again(t 
the Guide and the Compiler. . 


SECT. II. 


_ The laſt crime of the Donariſts ſet down by our Compiler is their 
Schiſm, upon which he ſays, the Fathers wnanimonſly declare, that 
whoſoever breaks the Unity of the Catholick, Church , upon any pretext 
whatſoever, is guilty of Schiſm, &C, 

I am fo far from the humour of making diſputes or quarrels 
in things wherein there onght to be: ne»e, and ſo defirous of rea- 
ching that part of kis Book which does contain matter of real Diſ- 
prutes betwinxt as, that I (hall here aſlure our Authour, that taking 
the word Pretext here in the ſenſe wherein it is commonly uſed 
among us, for a falſe ſhew or groundleſs pretence, I am perfec- 
ly of his Father's mind, that it « —_— Satvation canſeleſly 
to break the Unity of the Catholick Church ; that the Donarifts, 
who acted thus, were really guilty of a Criminal! Schiſm 5 but 1 
muſt withall aflure our Compiler , that I cannot ſee how rhis can 
be made matter of aiſpute betwixt #s, who both agree in aſlerting 
the ſame thing with thoſe venerable Fathers, or how this can any 
way afteC&t or concern the Diviſion that is at preſent betwixt w 
and the particular Church of Rome; that Church re4s us, that they 
ſeparate from *s upon grounds which make ſuch a Separation ab- 
ſolutely neceflary, and we prove againſt them, that owr Reaſons for 


- not communicating with them are much more abſolutely /#ch, and 


that Communion with them upon the Terms fixt by their Cowncil 
of Trent were deſtructive of Salvation, and therefore by no 
means to be eſpouled. 


Our 


Ie Ir ers 
—— 


(7) 
Our Compiler hath gathered a great many Authorities of the 


Fathers upon this head, to every one of which we of the Church 
of mw do very heartily ſabſcribe, and are at the ſame time 


able from Scripture and Antiquity to juſtifie our neceſſary ſeparation 
from the Bi/ſGop and Church of Rome. I heartily with thoſe that 
allowed this Book to the Preſs and all the Romiſh Miſſionaries in 
England would conſider the quetations on this point of Schiſm,, from 
St. Cyprian eſpecially, and above the reſt, har about the alind Al- 
tare, which was always ſo odious in the Carholick Charch, and will 
be ſo, while there is a Chorch of Chriſt on Earth. 
All the paſſages upon rhis head , except two or three, are to 
be found-with the very /ame miſtakes in them, in the ſame Volume 
and Diſſertation of Natalis Alexanare *, the firſt with a fooliſh con- —_— 
ſequence about Catvinits ſympathizing with the Donatifts tack'd ;ava, Pars 
to the end of it, in p.1 87, the next with the reſt in page 187,188, ſecunda Secul; 
189, 223, 191, 192, 193, 194, 195, 230, 196. The paſſage from 971+ 
St. Auſtin in p. 230. in Nat. Alexandre | is very much abuſed, non ' Nubes Teft. 
4 4d demonia; ſed tamen in parte Donati ſum, is not all that Saint P; 2 
Axſtin ſays here, it is much fuller in him; and Father Alexandre may __ 
had ſhewed himſelf an ingerzous man, if inſtead of putting in * / 
Lather and Catvin's name there, after Donatws, which is nothing 
to the pune he had put in what ſhould have been there, and 
let us ſee the Text of Sr. Auſtin , which runs thus , nec eo ad ad- 
randa demonia , non ſervio lapidibus , ſed tamen in parte Donati (3m. 
I wonder why F. Alexandre (hould -be fo much afraid of rs: - 
paſſage; though we do object to his Charch , as a moſt grievorns 
crime, the giving religious worſhip tO Saints and Angels, and their 
Images , yet he cannot but know that we do not lay to their 
charge the wor/hiping of Devils, which we are very glad our ſelves 
that we cannot doe. 
But I begin to ſuſpect ſtrongly that Father Alexandre and our 
Compiler are very near a-kin , that our Compiler hath made the 
ſame uſe of X.. Alexandre , that Alexandre himſelf hath done of 
others : chat which inclines me very much to this Opinion is, that 
Father Alexandre never tells us, that I have obſerved, what Ea;- 
tions of the Fathers he uſed, nor quotes the page where one may 
tind his quoted paſſage above once in five hnnared paſlages ( I be- 
lieve) through a his Volumes. 
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Concerning the Pope's Supremacy. 
SECT. I. 


AW twenty pages \{pent about matters that do not at all 
| concern our preſent, Controverſie, we are Come tO that 
which muſt be allowed not\onely to be a Controverſie, bur the 
poet of any that are now &6n foot in the World , and which 
ath been and is-the cauſe of\all thoſe tramical epogſins and 
* mncanonical impoſitions which do at preſent divide the Chriſtian 
World. The Pope's Supremacy iS hat point which the Members of 
the Church of Rome, eſpecially the VIrramontaines, are fo carefull 
tO defend, and we of the Reformation tO, oppoſe. 
Our Compiler being now come to a\point of debate doth not 
m_ his art of paliating , which was.ſo very ſerviceable to him 
in his 4L/repreſentations and Repreſentations of Popery, He cannot 
but know ( and therefore ought to haye avoided it ) that this 
looſe talk about Succeſſor of Peter, and Centre of Catholick Commu- 
»ieu does not reach the Pretenſsons of the 1ſhops of Rome, nor fully 
and fairly declare what Power , «riſdittion and Authority, in and 
over the Catholick Church thoſe Biſhops challenge as their right. 
To let him ſee how looſely he manages this debate betwixt a, 
I can with putting 1n two or three neceſſary words {ubſcribe to all 
our Compiler ſays for the Pope, and yet beas far from owning the 
Pope's Supremacy, as the Church of England is or ever was. The Fa- 
Nub. Teftium, thers teach, ſays our Compiler , that- Chriſt built his Church upon 
p. 22. Peter : fo ſay I too, if by Fathers here be meant two or three 
of them, and not the Fathers unanimouſly ( as he hath it before ) 
or generally, That the Biſhop of Rome # the Succeſſour of Saint 
Peter , is what I can alſo grant , and that That See is the Centre of 
the Catholick Communicn , if I may but put in here what is abſo- 
lutely neceſlary , while poſſeſſed by an Orthodox Biſhop , and that 
whoſcever ſeparates himſelf from it (I add, profeſſing the true Faith, 
and poſſeſſed by a Catholick, Biſhop, ) is guilty of Schiſm, I can, I lay, 
ſubſcribe ( though I do not ) to all this, without any Obligati- 


on in the leaſt of believing the Pope's Supremacy : all that our 
| Compiler 
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Compiler puts down here, reaching no farther than a Primacy of 
Order , does not at all ſuppoſe in the Popes any 7«riſdition or Au- 
ehority over the Catholick, Church. 

Since then our Compiler ſeems to be afraid of ſerting down a 
true account of this Controverlie betwixt xs by mincing the mat- 
ter ſo much about the Pope's power, I muſt borrow of him: his laſt 

otation under this head , the Canon of the .Conncil of Florence , 
and ſet that down as the rrze account of their Doftrine concerning 
the Pope's power , and then nor onely (hew exr reaſons , why we 
dare not fubmit to it, but that all the 7:/fimonies our Compiler 
hath put down ( from F. Alexandre, except two or three) under 8 
this head do not prove the Pope's Supremacy, as it is ſtated by their | ta 

; General Council of Florence. ® We define (ſays the Canon ) that the p O—_ | 

Holy Apoſtolick See and Biſhop of Rome is inveſted with the Primacy over pyſtalicam Se- 
the whole World, and that the Biſhop of Rome is the Succeſſour of Saint dem & Ro- 
Peter, Prince of the Apoſtles, and that he is the true Vicar of Chriſt, T1«num P 
axd Head of the whole Church, and the Father and Doftonr of all Chri- an 
ftians , and that the full power of feeding , ruling, and governing the gem tenere 
whole Church was given. to him in St. Peter, by our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, Primatum , 
as it is expreſſed or contained in the Afts of General Councils, and in © ipſum Pon- 


the Holy Canons. —_— cceſſs 
rem efſe Beati Petri Principis Apoſtolorum, (oF wverum Chriſti Vicarium, totinſque Eccleſia Caput, OF 
omnium Chriſtianorum Patrem ac Doftorem exiftere ; (oy ipſi in Beato Petro paſcendi, regend!? ac 
zubernandi univerſalem Eccleſiam, 4 Domino noftro Jeſu Chriſto, plenam poteſtatem traditam eſſe, 
quemadmodum etiam in Geſftis Oecumenicorum Conciliorum , (7 in Sacris Canonibus continetur. 
' Concil, Florent. Pars 2. Collatio 22. þ. 1136. © Edit. Coflart. | 
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The Reader will very eaſily ſee what a great difference there 
is betwixt this account of the Pope's Supremacy and that ſet down 
by our Compiler; and yet this Gentleman would be thought to be 
an exatt Stater of the Controverſie betwixt «, and to have repre- 
ſented fairly what the Dofrine of the Church of Rome is Concer- 
ning their Popes Power and 7«ri{aiien, IT hope I am out of the 
danger of being made a Miſrepreſenter, while I charge that onely * 
upon them as their Dotrine, which hath been defined by one of their 
General Councils, which is the greateſt ſtrength and countenance 
that any Dofrine is capable of among them. | 

This then being the tae fate of their Dotrine concerning their 
Popes Power Or Supremacy, and that which I would call naked Pope- 
ry, I am ſure I have Commiſhon mo the Charch of oo tO 

: eclare, 


(3 
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declare, that ſhe<annot, without berraying the: Rights of «li, Biſbeps, 
and the Iztereft of the Catholick Church, e ouſ>the Dodrine of the 
Pope's Supremacy; Which we of her Communion do believe is al 
together without foundation either from Scriprure or Primitive Anti- 


my, 
, Ic will not be conſiſtent with that brevity I have confined my 
felf ro in this Anſwer, to go through our ſeveral arguments againſt 
this uſurped Swpremacy of the Biſhops of Rome. I am onely defi- 
rous to confider, in ſhort, whence they have this their e:xrraordi- 
ary Power , which they do as extraordinarily contend for : there 
are but Three Sources whence they can pretend to derive it 3 either 
that it is from the Law of Ged ſet down in the Scriptures, or from 
the Laws of the Univerſal Church to be ſeen in her Code ;, or, laft- 
ly, from the ooh and” authority of ſecular Princes; the firſt of 
theſe is that which they commonly claim and in{iſt upon ; the /e- 
cond iS what this Canon of the. Florentine Comncil doth challenge alſo 
in the Concluſren of it; though our Compiler is ſo fly in the tranſ 
lating of :r, as if the Canon meant onely that the Biſhop of Rome 
ſhould govern the Univerſal Church according to the Atts of General 
Councils , and to the Holy Canons, whereas it is plain , this Canon 
ſpeaks not of the Exerciſe, but of the Original of the Pope's Power, 
and of the Teſtimonies for it-in the A#s and Canons of the General 
Conncils;, but F. Alexandre himſelf taught our Cog to tranſlate 
thus ®; and truly, I think, he ought to have the Repararion of 
firſt finding the Gatican Liberties in this Definition of the Council 
of Florence, which Conncil was not uſually thought to have been 
ſuch a friend to the Gallican Liberties , witneſs what the Cardinal 
of Lorrain is faid to have ſpoken of i: in juſt [ch another Corncil at 
Trent : but the Men of this age are (trangely ſetupon making new 
diſcoveries ;, this age found out that the Zibri Carotini, nor the Cour- 
cil of Frankfort were not againſt the Inage-comncil of Nice ; that 
Bertram Was aS true a man for Tranſubſtantiation as Paſchaſnu Radber- 
: that frft (in all probability) forged it; and onr Var. Alexandre 
muſt come in for his ſhare for diſcovering that greareft thing the 
D_ Clergy are ſo earneſt upon in this Defimrio of the Conncil 
Flarence. | 
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The places of Scripture that are urged by the Church of Rome 
to prove the Divine Inſtitution of the Pope's Supremacy are very 
few , that of St. Matthew with another from St. Jobs : Nat. Ale- 
xandre our Compiler's Guide doth inſiſt upon them for the proof of 
the Pope's Supremacy. One would expect that they ſhould be very 
clear and very full Texts , that are brought to confirm ſuch a Por- 
tentous Authority as the Papal Supremacy appears to be. | 

St. Matthew doth relate ® that upon St. Peter's having confe(- * Marth. 16. 
ſed our Saviour to be the Sen of the living God 3 Our Saviour ſhould ** 15: 
ſay unto him, Thou art Peter , and upon this Rock 1 will build my 
* Charch , and the Gates of hell ſhall not prevail againſt itz, and I will 

give unto thee the Keyes of the Kingdom of Heaven : and whatſoever 
thou ſhalt bind on earth ſhall be bonnd in heaven, 8c. Here they tell 
us that our Saviour built his Church upon St. Peter, whe.is the Rock 
mentioned here , and that he was thereupon inveſted with a 
Church power , the power of the Keyes , whic power and government 
was by him depoſited with his Succefſours. the Biſhops of Rome. 

In anſwer to this we ſay that there is _— extraordinary or 
particular for St. Peter here, becauſe He is »or the Rock mentioned 
here, nor had the power of the Keyes committed to him any other- 
wiſe than' i» common With the reſt of hi; [roo : as Our S4 
viour put the 2ueſtion to all the Apoſtles, 10 St. Peter anſwering it in 
the name of them all , had the promiſe of , or received this power 
- of the Keyes in behalf of chem all, and for their common «ſe of 
them, Since then this place of Scriptare is not ſufficiently evident, 
or clear for the purpoſe, both»parties claiming an intereſt in it ſor 
their contrary ſenſes ; and we avouching « A. it is abſolutely a- 

- gainſt St. Peter's being either Rock, Or having any particular extra- 
ordinary power, if it be conſidered with ts relation to the context 
before, and to the reſt of the Goſpels and Epiſtles; either this paſ- 
ſage of St. Matthew as obſcure muſt be ſer aſide as »/zleſs towards 
the proof of a Supremacy z or They of the Church of Rome muſt con- 
Vince 245, that the Unanimors Conſent of Fathers did always inter- 
pret this place of Scripture in favour of St. Peter's Supremacy, This 
thing one would think they were very able to doe, (ince they are 
ſo ready to ſay they can, and to aſſert that the Fathers did #nani- 
movfly interpret the Rock, mentioned in this paſſage to be the Per ſo: 


LY 
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Þ Nubes Teft. Of St. Peter. Thus our Compiler P very gravely tells »s, that rhe 
P- 22+ Fathers teach that Chriſt built his Churchupon Peter, and this F, Ale- 
xandre had taught him to ſay , who certainly had conſidered the 
q Diferr. 4. thing very well, v hen he 4 tells ws , that the Fathers did with a Ne- 
P. 1. 5ec. 1 mine contradicente " interpret the Reck ts be meant of St, Peter. 
” unircs — Jenorance among all pec ple is allow ed to alleviate a crime, and 
San#i Patres a blind-fold implicit tranſcribing of a Writer s ſenſe muſt be allou ed 
Communi ſuf- to be very near allyed anto it, or elſe our Compiler ought to be trea- 
fragt, Oc. ted as a perſon guilty of very diſingennuous and unjuſt behaviour to- 
P: 274 wards the memory Of the Fathers : F. Alexandre however, who 
caught our Compiler to publiſh ſo groſs an wntrath, is by no means 
excuſable; for ſhould we allow him to be ignorant in the Fa- 
thers own writings, and to have tranſcribed 
f Accedat | ſpeaking of Peter's this bold untruth ont of Bellarmine © or ſame other 
ng he nos} of their writers , yet -He cannot be ignorant , 
Yum Patrum, Cc. Bellarm. de Ro- I am ſure 5 how fully his learned Conntrey-man 
mano Pontifice, L. 1. c. 10. the famous Monſieur Lanny, hath examine 
the ſen/e of the Fathers and 41m qe Writers 
upon this Text of St. Matthew ; how diſtinly he hath put down 
the four different Interpretations of the Rock in this Text, the firſt of 
which makes it to be the Perſon of St. Peter , the ſecond makes it 
to be all the Apoſtles with their Succeſſonrs , the third teaches that it 
is the Faith confeſſed by St. Peter, and the /aft , that the Rock here 
_— "is the Perſon of Chrift himſelf *®, Natalis Alexandre cannot but 
=_ on know how invincibly this moſt learned Sorbonift hath ſhewn, that the 
pud Part. 5. Generality of Fathers and Eccleſiaftical Writers are for the third In- 
Epiftlarum, terpretation, which makes the Faith confeſſed by St. Peter, and not 
45 411, 18, Gf Peter himſelf, to be the Rock on which Chriſt's Church was built : 
=” that a great many are for the fourth Interpretation , that ſays, the 
Rock was Chriſt _— This /aſt Interpretation falling in with the 
third ( for Chriſt or the Faith confeſſed concerning Chriſt come to the 
ſame thing ) may be with moſt reaſon called the unanimous Conſent 
of the Charch- Interpreters that the rock here is not Peter ; whenas 
there are but a few of thoſe Fathers for the firſt Interpretatior, and 
: moſt of their expreſſions capable of the ſecond, and not inconſiſtent 
with the third Interpretation, 

So that if my of above fifty Fathers and Eccleſ- 
aftical writers, arfiong whom we muſter no fewer than eleven Popes 
and wo Synods, are to be admitted againſt that of three or four Fa 
thersz we are ſufficiently ſecured , that the Interpretation of = 

oc 
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Rock, in this Text, its being the Faith-confeſſed by St. Peter concer- 
ning Chrift ( which is etpouled by the Church of England ) is 
rrve and Catholick: that to interpret it of St, Peter's perſon is to 
contrad:f& the Stream of Catholick Antiquity, and conſequently that 
there is no ground from this Text of St, Matrhew for the Supremacy - 
of St. Perer or the Biſhops of Rome. 
1 Cippoſe it will not be expected here that I (ſhould fer down 
all theſe numerous Authorities which the excellent Launoy hath with 
/o much indaſtry collected to prove that by the Reck in this Text 
is meant the Faith confeſſed by St Peter, I will onely put down: 
one Or two pales of the Fathers omitted by him, that the World 
may ſee that that excelent Perſon hath not exhauſted the SubjeZ , 
nor produced al! the Proefs of thoſe Authours whom He ſets down. 
The fir ft ſhall be Epiphanixs ( omitted by Lawny ) who brings in 
our Saviour ſaying tO St. Peter, That wpon this Rock of unſhaken 
" Faith 1 will build my Church. St. Chry/oftom tells us that our Savi- © Ke 1xunvrs 
our ſaid, »pon this Rock, not wpon Peter , for he built his Church not 7? 2 Tv 
»pon the man Peter, but wpon the Faith * which He had confeſſed. 7,"t* 250. 
AT; Ticuws oixetunow pu F 'Exxanciar. Epiph. adv. Hzr. L. 2. T. r. þ. $00. Edit. Par. 
Petav. 16223. * Fm TwTy Ti TeTiq* Ix Amy, om To Tlitgw* irs 38 GH TH avs 
pany, am on F [ligy waurs Exxancize axcdbpnor D. Chryſ. Sermo de Pentecofte, p. 233» 
in T. 6. Edit. Duczi, 1636. h 


As to the /atter part of this pa ſage from St. Aatthew, to wit, 
\ about the promiſe made to St. Peter of having the Kees beſtow- 
ed upon him , I am ſure it is very far from doing the Remanifts 
any ſervice, ſince it is abundantly plain, that when our Saviour 
after his Reſurrefion came to perform the promiſe he had made here, 
He did beſtow the Power of the Keyes equally among the Apoſtles , 
without preſerring one Apoſtis above another , or giving tO one a 
eater ſhare in the V/e of the Keyes than to the ret 5, fo that if 
St tobn's Goff be but as Anthentick as St. Adatthew's, we are ful- 
ly ſecured that this Power of the Keyes was equally given in Saint 
Jim x and therefore equally promiſed in St. Matthew tO all the A- 
poſtles, It were very eafte to ſhew from abundance of the Fa- 
thers Expreſſions, that there is nothing in this promiſe peculiar ro 
St. Peter, Origen tells us, that what was promiſed here was common | 
to the reſt of the Apoſtles ? 5 and Saint A*- y guid fi diflum hoc, tibi dabo 
ftin informs us ſomewhere , as I have met claves regni celorum, careriſque quo- 
with it quoted, that as St. Perer made the 9q#e commune eft, 2yc. Orig. Ir. 1. 
Couſeſlion in the name , and as the mouth of '" Matt Þ 39: — Frob. 1535. 
: 4 
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all the 4pofes, fo He "oor@res promiſe in the behalf of all, 
as enting them all. ; | 
 Burif ay0 tend, that this promiſe was performed aſſoon' as 
ſpoken, and there that there was ſomething extraord; and 
particular to St, Peter here {ince be is here inveſted with thoſe 
Kees which the reſt of the 4poftHes had nothing to dee with, nor 
were admitted to am ſhare in them till juſt before our Saviour 
his Aſcenſion : our Anſwer js very ready, that the reft of the A- 
poſtles did certainly here receive - i ſame power of the Keyes , that 
they will have St. Peter inveſted with; becauſe in the next Chapter 
* Matth. 18. but one ® to this Our Saviour {peaks tO al! the Apoſtles as already in- 
17, 18 veſted with this power of the Keyes : which Aflertion of owr: the 
Generality of the Father: are {o far from oppoſing, that the abovena- 
' b In Ep. ad med Þ Learned Sorboniſt Monſieur Launoy hath with prodigious 
Vallantium. pains demonſtrated that St. Peter did receive the power of the Keyes 
in the name of the Apoſtles, their Succeſſours , and the whole Church , 
and that the Cathelick Church 3s the proximate Subjett of all Church- 
power, This he hath evidenced from the concarrent Authority of 
© Launoll Ep. ar leaſt © ſeventy Fathers and Eccleſiaſtical Writers , among whom 
OI _— we find eight Conncils, three Univerſities, one Learned King, Our Hen- 
in Par, ſecun- 7) the Eighth, eleven Popes and two Rituals, from above two hun- 
da Epp. dred Teſtimonies ( as I think I may fafely ſay ir ) out of theſe 711i 
tings. So that if theſe paſſages from St. Matthew, about the Rock 
and the Power of the Keyes = not invincibly demonſtrated to be 
atrefth contrary to the Remiſh Pretenſions, and their urging St. Mat- 
thew's Expreſſions for their Popes Supremacy be not hence proved to 
be extravagantly unreaſonable and perfettly grounaleſ;, I muſt een 
ſay that it is utterly impoſſible for the wiſeſt man in the World 
to prove any thing even from the beſt Evidences , and that the De- 
cree Of their Comncil of Trent , That Scripture be interpreted by the #- 
aninous conſent of Fathers, is the fooliſheſt order in the World , if 
fo many and /o great Teſtimonies be not able to reſcue theſe two paſ- 
ſages of St. Matthew from the abuſive Interpretations of the Popes Vp- 

rolaers. 

The other place of Scripture alledged by them to prove the Divine 
4 I, Joh. 21. 1»/titation of St. Peter's Supremacy 15 that of St. fohn d wherein our 
15, 16, 17+ Savioxr bids St. Peter thrice tO feed his Sheep and Lambs. From this 
place they ſay ( F- Alexanare among the reſt ) that the chief care of 
the Charch, and a ſacred Principality in it over all conditions aſwell A- 
Poftles as others was conferred upon St. Peter by Our Saviour : but this 
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is chuch caſter /od than proved, ſince the narwal ſexſe and 2 fair 
interpretation Of the words extends no farther than a repeated com- 
mand of feeding Chriſt's Flock, which hath nothing of #zxtraordina- 
77 in it, fince the reſt of the _— had had the /ame Injunttions , 
though »or in the /ame terms, laid upon chew z and farther if this 
place muſt be forced to ſetrle ſomething upon St. Peter, wv will 
make him not the chief, but che ſole Paſtour of the Catholick Charch, 
fince here, juſt before his Aſcenſion, our Saviour gives his Com- 
wands , and comtnits the Charge of his whole Flock to St. Peter 
alome.: and this is the ſenſe wherein the Council of Florence ſeems to 
have taken theſe words in St. oh, when in the Cans I ſet down ÞP: & 
250ve it defines, that the full or whole power of feeding, ruling and go- 
verning the whole Church was given to the Pope in St, Peter. 
If this be their ſenſe therefore, I defire to know of theſe mey 
what is become of the chargg given to the re/# of the Apoſtles of 
going to teach (which is the ſame with feeding) all Nations, which 
includes o/d and young, Sheep and Lambs ; I would be informed al- 
ſo what there is more either of Amthoriry or Charge in this paſſage, | 
than in that general Commiſſion in St. Marthew * : and farther , ] * Matth. 2& 
would fain know , whether this Commiſſion here about feeding the '”* *©* 
Sheep and Lambs doth carcell that ſolemn and general one to all the 
Apoſtles in the Chapter next before char, from whence we have this 
paſſage about Sheep and Lambs *, * Joh. 20. 
Perhaps ſame may be fo impudent to avouch that i: doth can- ?7» 72 25 _ 
cel} the other, and ſome mens Opinions, T am ſure, do oblige them to | 
believe it : however we muſt rell /ach that St. Paut was not of 
their Opinion, for when he had fent for the E/ders of the Church a 
of Epheſus to Miletus 8, He honours them: with the Title of Biſhops ;, ® ARts 20, 
whereas, according to theſe men they were no Biſhops, but St. Peter's !7» 23: 
Curates z, He tells them that the Holy Ghoſt had mage them Paſtours 
of their Flocks , which muſt be a miſtake in St. Parl, fince theſe El- 
der; could not be the Holy Ghoſts Paſtonrs , while they were onely 
SY. Peter's Curates, and no Paſtours at all. 
And Sr. Peter himſelf is as far from theſe mens fancies ; he would 
not otherwiſe have been fo forgerfall of h5m/e/ as to call the Z:- 
/vop: among the dj perſed fews his fellow-Paſtomrs 3 whereas, accor: - 
Cing to theſe men, Thoſe Elders were (o far from being Chriſt's 
Biſhops, that they were but his own Curates, they were (o far from 
being his Equals (as he ſays they were Þ) that theyatmoſt were but «+ i per.$.1,2. 
% Servants ſent by him to feed their ſeveral flocks: bur enongh - 
tNs, Bot 
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Both parties of the Remaniſts, as well thoſe that from this-place 
' make St. Peter prime Biſhop , as thoſe that make him ſole Biſhop 
of the Catholick Church , appeal to the Fathers in defexce of their 
ſeveral Interpretations, and thither we are very willing to go with 
them, and to be judged by the Fathers what is the rr=e ſenſe and 
import Of theſe words. 
'St. Cyprian, in his Tra# concerning the Vnity of the Chnrch ( ac- 
cording to Pamelixs's Edition ) ſpeaking concerning the Apoſtles , 
ſays , that every of them were Paſtours, yet the flock but one, which 
was to be fed by all the Apoſtles with their unanimous and united en- 
, deavours i ;, and the ſame thing this excellent Fa- 
Et Paſtoes ſunt omnes , ſed ,y,, (vs in his Epiſtle to Stephen, Biſhop of Rome, 


rex wnus oſtenditur, qui ab Apoſtolis . 
—— _—_— bane pull ( whom He calls his Brother ) that though they 
tur. . D. Cypr. de Unit. Eccl. Edit, were many Paſtours [ they two among the reſt ] 


Pamel. yet that the flock wgs but one, which they were to 
k ..- feed, and therefore that it was * to be their care to 
my, _ = Oo _— ſecure and preſerve all thoſe Sheep which Chriſt had 
0 oves univerſas, quas Chriſtus ſan- purchaſed by his bloudy Paſſion. In this Epiſtle one 
5] | oo - = may {ee the true ſtate of the Carholick Church, 
Ep. 63. Stephano, p. <vY ah and of Epiſcopal Dignity at that time, how little 
Oxon. : they thought then of the Biſhop of Rome $ being 
| either the Prince of Biſhops , or the ſole Biſhop 

' —Cxz ret jn the Church , when St. Cyprian | tells Stephen, Biſhop of Rome, 
yr of that it was every Biſhop's Province to take care, leſt any damage ſhould 
ſubvenire, fra- accrew to the flock of Chriſt through Hereticks and ſuch evil Wor- 


ter chariſſime, kers, ſince they [| the Biſhops ] were in common intruſted [_ not He 
gut drvinam ot Roe alone Or above the reſt | with the Governmem of the Catholick 
clementiam Charel ; 


cogitantes, ty : : 
gubernande Eccleſis libram ten:ntes, fic cenſuram wigoris peccatoribus exhibemus, (5c. Idem, Ibi- 


- dem, þ. 176, 177. 


St. Ambroſe, ſpeaking of our Saviour's bidding Peter to feed his 
* Nuas ove Sheep, m (ys, that St. Peter did not receive alone thoſe Sheep aud 
—-—_ 4 that flock, but that he did receive them in common with the reſt of the 
lum tunc be- Paſtours of the Church, and the Paſtours alſo with him, 
atus ſuſcepit Petrus, ſed ty nabiſcum eas ſuſcepit, (tf cum illo eas nos ſuſcepimus omnes. D. Am- 
brofius, de Dignitate Sacerdotali, c. 2. p. 386. T. 4. Edit. Eraſm. 


" Kel 1 74rs St. Chry/oftom, in his Diakger, perſuading St. Baf/ to undertake 
57 1i: Jus, --- the Paſtoral Charge, aſſures him that ® thereby he ſhoula ſhew 0 


love towards Chriſt, if he would feed his flock, ſince it was recorded in Jy wyarn 
Scripture, if thou loveſt me, feed my flock. WACPEE 

TD Ta Pays 
Xt 29 movras, dap Jeiryuale f vis + Xersvy aamg, wnsg Yonny O) 5 Keighs anys 3D + 
xoguedior of ' Amr? wv hare ulu@ —omnie, # onus w, mipayt rw aeyfan wi. 
D. Chryſ. de Sacerdotio, c. 1. þ. 15. inT. 4- Edit. Ducz1, | 


St. Auſtin baffles the Opinions of both parties of the Romaniſts in ES 
2 very few, but very expreſſive words ®, When it us ſaid to Peter, it is _ x Naw? 
ſaid to all Paſtours, loveſt thou me ? Feed my Sheep. L. Wake” 
OMNES dicitur, Amas me ? Paſce oves meas. D. Auguſt. de Agone Chriftiano, c. 30. þ $50» 
in T. 3. Edit. Eraſm. 1528. | ; 


There is nothing more evident in Antiquity, than that the 3:- 
ſhops of the Catholick Church , looking upon themſelves as the 4- 
poſtles Smcceſſours , and intruſted by them with that care and charge 
of the flock ef Chriſt, which they themſelves had from Chriſt *him- 
elf, thought themſelves obliged by their ration in the Charch to 
feed, to preſerve, and to watch over the flock of Chriſt, remem- 
bring , thar as Chriſt committed to them that great charge , ſo He 
would require as ſtrict an account of their diſcharge thereof. 
And the Bi/kops. of Rome were ſo far in thoſe days from taking 
too much upon them, or pretending to a peculiar Or ſole charge of 
the Cathelick Church , that it is evident from thoſe firſt times, that 
the term of Brother, Collegue, and Fellow- Biſhop paſſed mutually 
from them to others, and from others to them, witnels the Symodical 
Epiſtle of the Synod of Antioch againſt Panlzzs Samoſatenus ? , the gn 
Epiſtle of St. Cyril and the Synod at Alexandria to Neſtorias © ; cle. La. £27; 
and ſeveral of the Epiſtles in St. Cyprian; and the learned Mex- 1 Concil. T.3- 
freur Launoy hath produced the concurrent Authority of about fourty Þ: 395: Eat. 
Popes, who in their occaſional Letters to other Biſhops uſed the term Hart 
of Brother or Fellow-Biſhop , and thereby owned them their Fellow- S 
Paſtours in the charge and government of the flock of Chriſt *, ” ]. Launont 
If notwithſtanding all this, any inquire to whac purpoſe then Ex ee 
was thes threefold queſtion and charge to St: Peter , though it is aN- pul Par. 5. 
{wer ſufficient to tell them, that they have nothing ro doe to be pp. p. 27, 
ſo inquiſitive , yet fince they are , I do refer them to Sr. Cyril of ©* 
Alexandria On this place, where they will find thar this threefold © —©:c2- 
queſtion*about his love to Chriſt was, to put him on making ſatisfaftion "oe wed 
for his threefold aenyal of Chriſt; and that the aharge of feeding the — 
Sheep w.# as it were a reſtoring him _y his Apoſtolical Funtftion from masl.co; Þ © 


” Nw 
& v T2! 72s (<4 
AH 
which 
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, ola 5. Which he\might ſcom to have fallen by his grievous denyal of his Aa- 


Meroutasy oi- /' f7. 

Tg oper a@- : EE - ; EE er 

erp intivg wn T1918 , of, avTipfo mw This TH atmatow $5 aguay 7 Sup RN. diy 5 
Ty edyas + Ree, f.oxs mt dpyia js, dhyericn:; warty Tis f iſ» Naeioas Smoonns wm 
wi vor?) , + weretD rune of Rags mwy oreidiouer. B., Cyril. Comment. in Joann. 
l. 12. þ. 1119, 1120. Edit. Par. 1638. 


I have thus proceeded through all the places that are alledged 
for to ground the Papa! Supremacy upon Scriptere ;, I think I have 
abundantly (hewn, that nore of theſe three places does in the leaſt 
favour /xch pretenſions , ſince not onely the comparing theſe with 
other places of Scripture, but the almoſt Vnanimous Conſent of Pri. 
mitive Fathers and Eccleſiaſtical Writers ( who interpret them in fa- 
vour of .all the Apoſtles againſt St. Peter ) does' prove, to the per- 
ſet ſilencing of theſe pretenſuons , that ſuch 4 Supremacy hath ns 
foundation in Scripture; and if it hath none there, it is in a ſad con- 
dition, fince if Chrift him/e/f did not make the Biſhop of Rome his 
Vicar , all the General Conncils in the World together cannot make 

- * AQs 11,2» bj ſuch: IT am ſure St. Lake, who tells Theophilus * that he drew 
up his former Treatiſe about all that our Saviour aid till his Aſcenſi- 
#n , does no where tell us that he did this, but does in the next 
verſe tell « in effect that he did the direct contrary , while he 
ſpeaks of his charges to the Apoſtles whom he had choſen. 

I cannot omit the obſerving here , that as none of theſe places 
of. Scriptyre do prove any Supremacy for St. Peter, {o neither do 
they prove any Primacy Or Prerogative for him : as they equally con- 
cerned all the Apoſtles, ſo they equally diſtribute any honour among 
them, without preferring owe above another : This Obſervation 1 
do make for the ſake of thoſe Gentlemen in France eſpecially , who 
though they have with «nan{werable arguments baffled the extrava- 
gant pretenſions of the Romiſh Courtiers , yet do allow the Biſhop of 
Rome to be Chriſt's Vicar , inſtated by him in the Primacy over the 
whole Charch; 1 would onely recommend to ſuch the Confiderati- 
on of the Fathers Interpretations of the places of Scripture Cited 4- 
bove, and theſe three ſhort paſſages in Antiquity; the firſt from 
St. Cyprian, who, ſpeaking about the zatzre and government of the 

E. Catholick Church, lays, that there is but one Epiſcopacy in it, whereof 
ng r ; hu every particular Biſhop of the Catholick Church had an equal ſhare 
2 ſinguls in 474 the full power of that Funttion *, 


ſolidum pars tenetur, Cyprianus, de Unit. Eccl. p. 108, Edit, Oxon. Th 
| h c 


(19) 
The ſecond is St. Chryſoſtow's , who, ſpeaking of the Apoſtles; 

\ tells us, that they were all ordained Princes , | or Prim 2 
would have it ſo ] by our Saviour *, not [ temporal ] Princes, to = Apr 
receive each his Nation or City, but {| ſpiritual Prinags ] intruſted 23 
IN COMMON ALL TOGETHER with th& Care and Go- egromaw/es 
wernnent of [ the Catholick, Church throughout | the World, ei Amioonen, 


| ” Apaoples 5. 
{271 x mancis Negopus Aauparor\s, ame (dries Kowy F Olwwiny ime Hives. S. Chry- 
ſoft. Tom. 8. p. 115. Edit. Savil. 


The aft ſhall be that of a Pope himſelf ( which is more with 
ſome people than the Anthority of a Thouſand Fathers, and let it be 
{o here) who in an ry ain to a Biſhop of Arles Compares Epiſcopa- 
cy to the Trinity *, and yr that as in the Trini- —.. 
ty there is but one inſeparable power , ſo Epiſc * Nam dum ad Trinttatis in- 
; but ONE L than J i, the hands Fs ftar, cus Una eft, atque Indiviſa 

Hh oteftas, Unum frt per diverſos An- 

cular Biſhops : 1 hope thoſe that own the Arha- tiftires Sacerdotium ; Symach. Ep. 
naſian Creed , where we are taught that in the 1. a4 Zonium Arel. apud T.4. Con- 
Trinity no perſon is greater or leſs than another, but ©t+ p. 1291. Edit. Coflarr. 
that the three Perſons are co-equal , will for the 
future believe with Pope Smmachus, that in the Epiſcopal Office no 
Biſhop 15 greater Or leſs than azother, but thar all the Biſhops in the 
world are co-equa/; and then I am ſure a/! Chriſtians will believe 
with z, that there was no Syperiority, nor Supremacy, nor. Prima- 
cy, communicated by our elſed Saviour unto any ove Of his Twelve * 
Apoſtles. 


SECT. II. 


Having fully ruined their preterſions from the Holy Scriptures for 
the Supremacyz I come next to inquire , whether the Laws of the 
Univerſal Church have declared the ſucceſſive Biſhops of Rome to be 
Chriſt's Vicars , to have the Primacy over the whole world, to be 
Heads of the Univerſal Church, and to have the plenary power of 
governing and feeding the whole Church. What Laws the primitive 
Church tor the firft fix Centuries made for the Government and Di/- 
cipline of the Catholick Charch are to be found in the Code f the 
Canons of the Univerſal: Church, conſiſting of the Canoas of the 
four Oecamenical Councils of Nice, Conſtantinople, Epheſis and Chal- 
ceaon, and of the five dioceſan $nods of Ancyra, of Ganzra, of Anti- 
oh, of Neoceſarea and of Lazdicea, confirmed and admitted 6 
2, one 


(which w 


the Conncil of Chalcedon to be part of the Laws of the Univer(al 
Churgand afterwards by the Fmperonr 7aſtinian in Novel, Conſt, 
231. && Can, Eccl, - 


We oy oi to be informed how mary of theſe.Canons 


Jooked upon as of Sacred Amthority , not onely by 
the Emperour 7uſtinian, in the Novel juſt cited, but by a Pepe, Gre- 


©Et fic quatuor Synodos Sante &99 the Great ®) or which of them do conſtitute 
Univerſals Eccleſte, ſicut quatuw the Biſhop of Rome Primate over the whole World, 
Libros Sanfi Evangelii reapimw. or Vicar of Chriſt, or Head of the. whole Church, 
Greg. M. Ep. 49. .2-p.717. Edit. of Father and Dottour of all Chriſtians , or do 


Froben. 1 554- 


> Publiſhed 
by Fuftel. 


confeſs that Chriſt had intruſted him with the ple- 
nary Power of governing the Univerſal Church. ; 

I will not trouble my ſelf to ſhew in particular how ſuch and _ 
ſuch Canons place the Diſcipline of the Church in@Provincial or Dicce- 
ſan $yeds, any ons that looks into them will ſee theſe things evi- 
dent enough : thef therefore that talk of thoſe Canons making the 
Biſhop of Rome ſypreme, muſt either be /#ch as never read them, or 
are men Of no conſcience and integrity, 

To put a quick end to this pretence, though I will not challenge 
our Compiler, becauſe he perchance does not know what the Code of 
the Univerſal Church means, yet I do here challenge all the Romiſ# 
Prieſts in England to (ſhew me but one Canon in this Code ® ( which 
hath /o great a namber, no fewer than two hundred and ſeven Canons 
in it ) that does conſtitute the Biſhop of Rome Primate over the whole 
world , Head of the Catholick Charch, and the Father and Dufour of 
all Chriſtians Or confer upon him the full power of governing the. 
whole Church : nay, farther, I challenge them to produce any Canon 
Or Canons hence, that do aſſert that the Biſhop of Rome 1s Primate 
over the whole World, Vicar of Chriſt, Head of the whole Charch, Doc- 
rour of all Chriſtians ,- and that he had the whole power of governing 
the Univerſal Church committed to him in St, Peter by our bleſſed Savi- 
our, I will make one ſtep farther 1 challenge all of them to (hew 
thoſe Canons , Or that Canon | in this Code of p. umverſal Church , 
which does ſuppoſe the Biſhop*of Rome to be either Primate over the 
World, Vicar of Chriſt , Head of the whole Church , Doftonr of all 
Chriſtians , or tO have had the plenary power of governing the whole 
Church given him by Chriſt, 

This challenge /o fair, /o plain and /o fall, T leave to the Reve- 
rend Fathers Conſideration , and in the mean time I will take the 
liberty ( fince I have very good grounds for it ) to declare and 


aſſert 


aſſert td their as well as our people, that there is no Law of the Ca- 
tholick Church for the firſt fix hundred years, nor ever a Canon 11 
the Code of the Laws of the univerſal Church , that does either e6yſti- 
tute, Or aſſert, or ſuppoſe the Biſhop of Rome to be that Primate, Vi- 
car, Head, Doftour and nniverſal Paſtonur, which the Council of Flo- 
rence ſays he is, and that the Council of Florence founding their 
Definition for the Pope's Supremacy upon the As and Canons of Ge- 
reral Conncils, were notoriouſly guilty either of ignoraxce or of forgery, 
either of which is more than ſufficient to ruine their having any 
efteem from ws : and as for the Title of Yicar of Chriſt, which they 
do now glory {o much in, One of their own Commanicn, the Lear- 
ned Monſieur Lannoy © allures us, that for abrve a thouſand years af- 


ter Chriſt there was ſcarce a Biſhop of Rome to be met with, ho a2 


they 1n thoſe days from thinking themſelves to be the true or ontly 
Vicars of Chriſt , their cuſtome then being to write themſelves 
Vicars of St, Peter, | 


S&& TI. IV. 


Theſe are /owe of the Reaſons why we cannot believe or /ubmir 
to the Papal Supremacy 1 if neither Scripture, nor the Laws of the 
univerſal Charch be for it, we believe it is no crime in us not to 


be for it; if both Scripture and thoſe Canons be directly againſt it, 


(as it hath in part, and might have been more fully (hewn) ir 
certainly is »o fin in ws to be againſt it too 3 nay, ſo far from be- 
ing a fin, that it would be a very great one not to be (0, 

Ic will appear by this time, I believe, needleſs to moſt people 
to examine what our Compiler from F. Alexandre does produce 
from Antiquity tO help out this grounaleſs Supremacy : one advan- 
tage, I hope, I ſhall reap from what hath been chfirwd hicher- 
to on this head, that I need not at all be copious in the refuting 
his Teftimonies which are brought to prove a. Supremacy from 
St.Peter*s being called by ſorhe Rock of the Church and Prince of the 
Apoſtles, from Appeals being made to the Biſhops of Rome, and from 
the neceſſity of their confirming all Councils to make them obligato 
to the Church, I ſhall inform the Reader, before I begin with 
the particular Teſtimonies of Our Compiler, that they are generally 
ſtolen from Natalis Alexanare's fourth Diſſertation in his Pars prima 
Seculs prims. | 

His 


© Launoii 


Ep. ad Mich. 
q__— 
either ſaid he was Or wrote himſelf Yica» of Chriſt, ſo far were par. hy, —+ 


( 22) 


* Nubes Teſt. His firſt Teſtimony from 1renexs is of no uſe * , fine 5+ onely 
f.22, ex Net proves that there was a Church planted at Rome by the joint endea- 
Þ. 2979. Yours Of Of. Peter and St. Pax, which paſſage makes direRtly a- 
gainſt a Supremacy, Except our Compiler Can prove that St. Peter 

and St. Pan! were but one individual man : 2s tO the potentior Prin- 

cipalitas there , they have been told often enough, that ir relates 

to the Ciwil State, Rome being the Imperial City, whither buſineſs 

brought all people, Chriſtians as well as others, The next ob- 

{cure paſlage from Oprarms ® doth indeed ſeem 

to prove that there is but one Cathedra in the 
World poſſeſſed by St. Perer , and after in 
by hrs Sacceſſours at 'Rome : but I have theſe 
objections againſt Opratus taken in this ſenſe ; 
firſt , that he is made to contradict himſelf , fince in his firſt Buk 


d Nub. Teſtium, p. 23, 24. Nat. 
Alex. Pars ſecanda Seculi quart! , 
Þ- 225. cum Pars prima Seculi pri- 


mm, þ. 283. 8 


© — Nec Czcilianus receſſit a 
Cathedra Petri wel Cypriami , ſed 
Majorinus, Opt. Milev. /. 1. c. Par- 
men. p- 38. Edit. Paril. 1531. 


4 — Conferta erat Eccleſia po- 
pulis plena : erat Cathedra Epiſco- 
palis : erat' Altare loco ſuo, in quo 
pacifici Epiſcopt. retro temporis obtu- 
lerunt , Cyprianus , Lucianns, (5 
ceteri : fic exitum eſt foras, OF Al- 
tare contra Altare erefttum eft. I- 
dem, /. 1. contr. Parmen. fp. 41, 42. 


againſt this ſame Parmenian © he ſpeaks of the 
Cathedra Of St. Cyprian, alwell as of that of 
St.Peter; and in the /ame Bock, againſt the /ame 
Schiſmatick,, ſhewing how the people ſtuck to 
Cecilian againſt Majrinus, he tells him 4, that 
the Chursh was full of people , where the Epiſcopal 
Catkedra was , and the Altar whereon Cyprian , 
Lucian , and other peaceable Biſhops , had offered: 
that the Donatiſts were Schiſmatichs , who ſepa- 
rated, from the Church , and ſet up Altar againſt 
Aitar. Secondly , That he is made to -contra- 
dit all Charch Writers before and after him for 


hundreds of years, who make as many Cathedra's as Biſhops in the - 
Worlds, and very of theſe Biſhops to be SaccejJours to the Apoſtles , 
ivho had committed to them i» commer by our Saviour the Care 
and Government of the Cathelick Church; as I have fally ſhewn a- 
bove. I will name but one Father, and he an African too, Ter- 


© Percyrre Eccleſias Apoſtolicas, 
apud quas iple adhuc Cathedre 4- 
poſtolorum ſuis locw preſidentar : 
=—proxima eft tihj Achaia , habes 
Corinthum—— Philippos — Theſ- 
falonicenſes -- Epheſum---Romam. 
Tert. d? Preſcrip. c. Heret. c. 35. 


-;ely one; and this makes me farther wonder at what Opratzs takks 


tullian, who bids © the Hereticks take a view of 
all the Apoſtolick Churches, in which the very 
Chairs the cipoſtles uſed are poſſeſſed by the Biſhops 
in their ſeveral places, after which he reckons 
Corinth and Philippi, Theſſalonica and Epheſw , 
and Rowe it ſelf, So that I think it plain e- 
nough, that there were other Catheara's beſides 
that at Kome, and therefore that cannot be the 


a IL 
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about the UVrity of this Chai? at Rome being ſuch 4s that the veſt of the * | 
Apoſtles might not bave Catheara's for themſelves ;, I cannot but ſay 

that this obſcure pe e is falſe as well as gromnaleſs ; and that if Opra- - 

14 wrote it himſelf, (which ſome queſtion, Jhricws f for one, in * Flacii INly- 
his Catalogus Tefinn Veritatis ) be had Very little cqafidered 5m yrs | 
Scriptures and Fathers before him: and 1 hope it no crime to Perit We: _ "Bir 
affirm zhis of bin, who gives ſ#ch 4 reaſon for St. being Ccal- p-1 94. F. Ge- 'h 
led Cephas , who does (werve from the ancienter FFF8rs (0 very v2, 1508. | 
much in giving the S»cce/ion of the Biſhops of Rome and, which | 2 
is more, doth faulter in his account of the Donatiſts Schiſms, a thing Yiu. 
which begun ſo near his own time , and does confound the rwo i 
Donatus S, as Alonſrenr 4 Aubeſpine OWNS in his third Obſervation UPp- Nd 


on him ; but enough of this paſſage. [1 
I will onely obſerve farther, that as Optatus calls St. Petey , : #0 
Head of all the Apoſtles, fo do others give as great Titles and as ho- 4; 
. nourable Compellations to other Apoſtles, Heſychins, for example, ( as ; 1 4 
Photius hath it, Cod. 275.). calls St. Zames, the Biſhop of Peruſalem, 2 'Y i 
Head of the Apoſtles 8, 1 muſt allo tell our Compiler , that Socius * 1195 #/nw- E 
in this paſſage is 2 little more than Contemporary : Optatas calls the (29%. 7,18 Aj 
Biſhop Syricius , our Fellow-biſhop , which was a very rude thing tO gd,, + 4 vie 1 pes 
ove {0 much a Prince above them , and a falſe one to0 , if there «; 1Þ:and du Wah 
were but one Cathedra , and conſequently but one Biſhop in the *txf 697 14H 
World, Syricius at Rome. | mT "M4 


wva, Amigo! +" EEaggar 7 on xeeanhdls Kopugls, Cc. Photii Bibhoth, Cod. 27 5. þ:1 525» | * 
Eadie. Hz(chel. 1612. G 


The four next little paſſages from St. Cyprian ® ( the oof of * Nubes Teſt. Off: 
which is dire&tly againſt our Cewpiler)) have been ſufficiently & 24.55 kh 
conſidered in the Interpretations of the Rock in St. Matthew, I ſhall p. 29s. : 93. | " 
not trouble my ſelf with ſaying much to his Smodical Epiſtle of * Nubes Teſt. i 
i the Sargdican Syned,, which was for giving to the Biſhop of Rome P: 25: he 
2 power of granting the reviſion of cauſes already judged in the Pro- og bo =_ WW”, 
vincial Synoas : this very attempt of this Synod is ſufficient to ſhew # FL. | vs 
that the Tm of Rome had no ſ«ch a power before that time, I will Ch. Es, 1 


not enlarge here , though I eaſily might; be that defires to ſee 1; ina F 
the Romiſh Pretenſions for Appeals founded upon the third, fourth Ecciefie Diſ- bat 


_ and fifth Canons of this Weſtern Synod fafficiently bailed , ought <iP{na Dijſer- 

to conſult our Excellent and moſt Learned Dean of St Paul's Ori- . - _ _ OY 
gines Britanice *;, and, after him, the very Learned Du Pin in his p. a” | j 
ſecond Hiſtorical Diſſertation ', I will onely ſay , that this Hned's Gre at Paris, \ 


Canons 1585, 


Canons were admitted to no Anthority in the Church, becauſe they 
were not admitted into the Code of the aniver/al Church, whic 
is anſwer ſufficient to our Compiler , who pretends to prove thi; 
Supremacy from the firſt fx Centuries, I will onely remark , that 
if the Sardican Syned.could, or did take away from Conſtantine the - 
Emperonr the power of granting the reviſing and rehearing of Cauſes 
which had been already judged in Provincial Synod: 2uſe he 
was an Arian, It ſhould not upon the ſame reaſons have granted 
Or given that power to the Biſhops of Rome, tince the very next Bi- 
ſhop to 7ulius turned Arian, Liberins who confirmed the Connci/ 
of Sirmium a and during his Exile before his Arianiſm, Felix who 
= th erm, er ns was put into his place was an Arian allo -M 
rum Tiuftr. in Acacio, -- : ——_ St. Hierom doth affure us ® ; fo that in en- 
7. 1. Ezit. Babil. 1555. deavouring to avoid ove Rock , they ſplit upon 
another. The beſt anſwer any one can make 
ſor theſe their Canons IS, that they were onely a preſent temporary 
proviſion limited to 7ulins his time, who was a Catholick , againſt 
Conſtantins , who was an Arian. 
* Xuves Toft... The next inſtance ® about trenexs his writing to Yifor, with 
| F. Alexandre's filly Remarks before arid after ir, is fo far from being 
"for, that it is one of the cleareſt inſtances in Antiquity againſt the 
_ Supremacy : When the Controverl1e about the celebration 
of Eaſter began to grow warm , there were ſeveral Smods gathe- 
red about it in Paleſtine, Pontus ®, Rome, France, 
Oe Baie. 2706. We © $-68Þ+ and other places, and from them all together, not 
it. Valel. . . : a”. J 0 
from the Biſhop of Reme Or his J710a, did pro- 
P Suyider NN , Evy*e:minm: ceed Y the” Feeleſiaſtical Rule of celebrating 
Emmomey 6 T any tyivvn*: FEafter onely on the Lord's day. - This Rule Or De- 
nes ns 2000 Ct termination it is probable Yi&or was delired to 
moledn dane. & & vg anſmit to the Afaricks, thereby to bring 
S* © G11 mami + Kunis zl them tO a conſent in prattice in this Thing, The 
(4 75 24, repos dvegirrar me Afraticks refaled upon the grounds ſet down in 
pj -2joup Muzvecor. Euſeb. Dp, hyates his Letter to the Biſhop and Church of 
Ow * 08 Rome ; which was fo highly relented by Yi&or, 
that he immediately does that which 4e ſeems to have threatned 
them with before in his Letter to them, and excommunicatres the 
Afaatick Churches, This price of his was fo far from being con- 
ſented to, or approved by thoſe Biſhops who were agreeing with 
1 Euſe>.Hif. } im about the matter of the time of keeping Eafter, that they all 


Ecclef. I. 5. X . 5 | ; 
_ : immediately 4 fell upon him for his extravagant irregular —_— 


(25) 
* and do not onely exhort him, as Yaleſius tranſlates, but command 
him (as I think a compound from madowa ought to be tranſlated) 
to mind thoſe things that are f + promoting Peace, -Unity and Charity 
towards their neighbours ;, and Enſebins tells us in the ſame place, 
that ſeveral of thoſe Letters were. to be ſeen in his time, wherein 
the Biſhops had fo ſeverely checkt and reprehended this Biſhop of Rome, 
and he puts down part of thar' from Irenens, which F. Alexandre 
and our Compiler make uſe of. I think this behaviour does not 
very clearly prove the Supremacy of the Pope, and this would cer- 
tainly have been very anaccountable carriage towards Chriſt's True 
Vicar, who had full power of governing the whole Church : the truth 
is, they knew of no ſuch perſon in hoſe days, he was not born into 
the world till near a Thouſand years after them, 

But ſays our Compiler from F. Alexandre (and this is a pert ſay- 
ing among a great many among us). Treneus does not deny the B:- 
ſhop of Rome's power of Excommunicating the Afiaticks : it is true, 
he does not, and which is more, he could not, ſince every Biſhop 
in the Catholick Church, and therefore he ar Rome among the reſt, 
might deny to communicate with any other Biſhop or Church, 
againſt which they thought they had ſufficient reafon for ſach a 
ſmſpenſion of Communion. | | 

One thing however I would commend to hi and F. Alexanare's 
conſideration, and that is, that rhis Aion of Yitor's was (© little 
valued in the Catholick Charch, that it does not ow that am 
Chriſtians did thereupon refuſe Communion with Aſiaticks 1 
which is a great commendation truly of that Biſhop's ma 4 
but a certain evidence of the Opinion of the Ecclefiaſticks of thoſe days 
concerning the Biſhop of Rome's Power. | 

The next Quotation * from St. Baſs Comments ad cap. 2, * Nubes T. 
Iaie is not from F. Alexandre, ſo that here our Compiler doubtleſs Þ+ 25, 26. 
would take it amiſs,” if he be not allowed to have ſomething of hs 
own, and to have peruſed St. Baſil for example ; but the great wn- 
mapping is, that he muſt not be allowed ut, ſince he exther bor- 
rowed this paſſage from ſome other friend, or made it himſelf, there hep Dome 
being no ſuch paſſage in that Commentary of this Father upon the /+- oth a 
cond of Iſaiah ;, and which is more »»happy ſtill, there is the dire&# vivenis, cu- 
contrary tO it, for St. Baſil * ſpeaking of the Church of God, that its jus Funda- 


Foundations are upon the Holy Mountains, {ays that St. Peter i one of _— 
trim edificata ſupra Fundamentum Apoftolorum &y Prophetarum, unus ex Mmtibus erat P 6 
| {on S. Baſil. zn cap. 2. Efa, Ve. "x4 869. Edit. mp > hah 

. thoſe 


ene —— - 
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thoſe Mountains, and that the Church of God i built upon the Foundg- 
tion of the Apoſtles and Prophets. 

* Nub. Teft. As the firſt paſſage is guilty of fal/hood, ſo the ſecond * from 
4 = Sr. Bafil is guilty of very egregious diſingenuity, Certainly F. Alex- 
. Alex. : | : 

Þ- 324, 395- andre borrowed this paſſage from ſome ſuch Writer as Bellarmine, 
and never conſulted the Epiſtle it ſelf, or he could not have been 
guilty of ſuch difngenuons dealing : had he read the Epiſtle, he 
might have ſeen, that as it is directed to the weſtern Biſhops, io it 
did deſire from them (not from the Biſhop of Rome onely, Or more 
than the reft) help and a//iftence in their preſent affi;Aions cauſed by 
this Enſtathins and others. There are two reaſons ſet down in the 

Epiſtle, why they did deſire this help, the 
" Euſtathius his buſineſs to firſt of them i5 becauſe that Exſtathizs " Coming 

_OOR _ —_ 5 tO Rome, and having impoſed upon Liberiz 

_ (as Du Pin aſſures us, Diſ- and the /7/ eſt hat 5 ſhops (in Hoa PET haps) with 

fert. 2. p. 153.) to draw Liberius him (0 far as to be admitted to- communion, had 

to communicate with the Semi- obtained their Communicatory Letter to teſtifie 

WOO. the Orthodoxy of his Faith, upon his producing 

of which to the Synod of Tana he had been re- 
ſtored, and thence had the oppo tunity of ravaging the Churcher, 
and diſperfing his Impieties, and therefore they deſire that as their 
= 

Joie ibn them ſuch miſchief, ſo they would from thence * vouchſafe them a Cure 

wires accepit for this ſpreading Evil : the other reaſon is, becauſe that what they 

ledendi Ec- at home faid againſt Exſtathins was ſaid to proceed from a pri- 
cn. - vate pique Ot A contentions humour *, and therefore St. Baſil in their 

Fe impietaris 1ame deſires their Letter who lived fo far off, and would there- 

 fiducia, uy upon be confedered as difintereſſed perſons, and have the greater credit 

VOS dediftis, among their people, 

ad ſubverſo- | 

nem multorum uſus eſt, neceſſe eft ut iſthinc quoque veniat malorum iftorum correfio, ſcribatirque 

Eccleſiis, quibus quidem conditionibus ad Communionem ſuſceptus ſit : ſimul vero adjictatur, quo- 

modo jam immutata fententia gratiam a PATRIBUS, qui tum erant, acceptam irritam red- 

dat. $. Baſil Ep. 94. ad Occident. Epiſcopos. p. 895, 876. Edit. Par. 1618. 

x Que nos entm loquimur, multis ſuſpeta ſunt, quaſi propter privatas quaſdam contentiones me- 
rum, ac puſillanimitatem illis incutere velimus. Vos vero, quanto ab ills habitatione remotiores 

eftis, tanto plus apud plebem habetis fidei. Idem Ibidem. p. 874- 


T appeal to any man of ſenſe, whether any thing can be more 
evident than that it was mot Liberius alone who gave Enftathins 
that «nhappy Letter; and that the Community of Weſtern Biſhops 
were defired (not he at Rome alone) to help them in their <freſr 


Letter was the cauſe of his being reſtored, and thereby enabled to ate. 


| (27) 
and laſtly, that they defired this help, not becauſe they had not 
power En of their own to have judged and depoſed Euftathins, 
but becauſe they were deſirous to uſe the /eaft invidions Method 
of ridding their Communion of him by getting a great number of 
the Weſtern Biſhops to condemn hs Opinions, and to exhort the 
faithfull not to communicate any longer with him. Had our Com- 
piler but tranſlated the two words Occidentales Epiſcopos in the be- 
inning of this Teſtimony, there are few Readers, but would have 
een the chear. 
The next Teſtimony of Gregory Nazianzen's ?, which ſays the » $ub. Teft. 
faith confeſſed by St. Peter was the foundation of the Church, ought Þ: 27: 
in prudence to have been omitted, ſince ir is direly againſt our 
Compiler : the next paſſage from him does not concern the Biſhop of , ac f. 
Rome (as our Compiler * from F. Alexandre does moſt falfly alert) NEE 
but St. Baſil, as Elias Cretenſis, and Billins in their Comments upon N. Alex. 
him aflure ws. S4Y; Þ- 289, 290. 
The following ſtory about Dionyms of Alexandria is nothing 
to our Compiler * or F. Alexanare's purpoſe, {ince here is nothing * Nub. Teſt. 
done, but what ay Biſhop might have done, and which is more, t: 27, 28- 
nothing done by the Biſhop of Rome himſelf, but by a Synod then + 660 
met, when the complaint was made againſt Diony{s, and all the es 
ſhare the Biſhop of Rome hath in this affair (belides his /ffrage) 
is onely to be the Snods Secretary in drawing up thes Letter, and , 27 V 
ſending their Opinion * to his name-ſake at Alexandria : and there- «p59 = 
fore our Compiler is very much to be blamed, bu F. Alexandre yolG- ina- 
much more for their impertinent, and falſe accounts prefixed to this relilarne ; 
paſſage from Athanaſius. Me 
laymey yy rauny Year e955 F 0pwruwer iauTye D. Arhan. de Synod. Arimin. & Scleuc. 
Þ. 707. Edit. Commel. 1600, | L 


What credit in Eccleſiaftical Hiſtory Natalis Alexandre may have 
beyond Sea, I cannot tel] ; if all his rwenty five Volumes be of the 
ſame ſtrain with bs firſt, T muſt needs ſay that he was fitter to 
write Romarces than Charch-Hi ſtory, for certainly no man (whoſe 
talent does not lie wonderfully that way) could with ſo mach art 
have dreſt up the ſtory about Dionyſms, or with fo much addreſs 
and formality have told the next ſtory of Julins's taking the Cauſe of 
Athanaſius into his hands, and of his citing him and his enemies to 
appear before his Apoſtolick, Tribunal, and yet ground this formal 
ſtory upon a bit of 7=lius*s Letter (as he calls ir) to the Orientals, 

E &-7 which 


(28) 


which hath not oe p4able of any ſuch thing in it : {-/, here is 
nothing here of 7«lizs's raking the Cauſe of Athanaſins into his own 
hands, but the contrary to it is evident from Sozomen, who writes 
that, upon the Euſebians prevailing againſt the Orthodox Biſhops 
in the Eaſt, and depoſing them, all the Weſtern Biſhops ( He at Rome 
_— the reſt) did very kindly receive Athanaſir when he came 


into the eſt, and did take upon themſelves the bearing and 7udy- 

© Sozom. ment Of his Cauſe $2 ſecondly it is as falſe that there is in rhis Lerrer 

Hiſt. Ecil. any citation of St. Athanaſius and the Orientals before the Apoſtolick 

- 3 ite Tribunal, As falſe as this acconnt is, our Compiler 4 ventures upon 

« Nubes Teft. F. Alexanare's credit to tranſcribe and vend it for rrxe Hiſtory, and 

p- 58, 29. - Which is more to add tO zt, by telling 1 that Athanaſius appealed 

Nat. AleX. (ypon his depoſition by the Exſebians) unto the Biſhop of Rome x 

P+ 392» 393% whereas his own Maſter F. Alexandre puts it down for his firft 

 Conclaſron (in his Diſſertation concerning the Caxſe of Athanaſins) 

* Nat. Alex. ;har Athanaſius did rot appeal to Julius Biſhop of Rome © : nay his 

>» ink own next Teſtimony from Sozomen ſays that 7ulins, being ſatisfied * 

Sec. 4. p.329. there was no ſafety for Athanaſius i» Fgypt, invited him to Rome, 
f Sozom. H. which is evidence enough he had net appealed thither. 

E. l.3-c.19. What our Compiler defigns from this paſſage about Arhanaſins, 

s NG of and the three next Teſtimonies from Sozomen 8, Socrates 8 and Thee 

p. 22, __ 30. doret 8 is to (hew the cuſftome of Appeals tO the Pope. In anſwer 

Nat. Alex. to which I ſay, firſ# that there is wo evidence that Athanaſrms did 

Þ. 302, 303» appeal to the Pope 3 next I ſay that this Letter drawn up by 7alim 

was in the name (and therefore ſpoke the /e»/e) of a Hned of 

Weſtern Biſhops at Rome z, this. thing Athanaſins himſelf informs us 

of, for after he hath put down the Lerrer (penned by ?»tins) to 

| _ the Orientals, he ſays that after that the Symod at 

" eumgrtny & Pais On s Rome® had EE that Letter by falins gr foo 

os one Wil Ty *T . man Biſhop, the Enſebians ſtill perſiſted in &ſtur- 

Mt went, O% D: Att 4 bing the Churches ; farther, it is evident from. 

this Syodical Epiſtle (as 1 hope I may now call 

it) that liz did not pretend to any 7udement of the cauſe himſelf 

in particular as Biſhop of Rome, which our Compiler from F. Alex- 

andre doth very falſly aſſert, fince in this Letter the complaint is, 

' that the Orientals had in this affair about Athanaſms ated againſt 

-  Canmn, in that they had not written to all the Weſtern Biſhops 

i Idem 16i- (mioy tay i are their own words, which according to wr wiſe 

-"p Þ. 585+ Guide and his Tranſcriber muſt be tranſlated, ro the Biſhop of Rome) 

that {o it might have been determined by all together, Occidentals as welt 

| As 


(29) 


at Orientals what was juſt and neceſſary in this affair : laſt, (as I 
partly obſerved above) the Bi/hop of Rome was fo far from being 


owned or thonght the ſole Fudge in this affair, that 
$12omen tells us * that rpon St, Athanaſius, and 
the other Biſhops being depoſed by the Enſebian Fac- 
tion, the Biſhop of Rome, and all the Weſtern Biſhops 
lockt upon theſe prattices of the Enſebians as wrongs 
arze to themſelves, and therefore did receive St. A- 


thanaftus, who came to them, very kindly, and took 


upon themſelves the hearing and judging of his Cauſe. 

This was ſuch a mortification to Enſebizes 
(the Ring-leader of the Arian Faition) ro ſee 
Athanaſius received to Commmnion, and the 
kearizg of his Canſe eſpouſed by rhe Boady of 
the Weſtern Biſhops, that he * wrote to 7ulins 
of Rome , that he would take npon himſelf to 
be 7:dge of what had paſt againſt Athanaſius 
at Tyre : «the deſign of which Letter could 
certainly be no other, than either to make a 
Diviſion amorſg the Weſtern Biſhops, if the Bi- 
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ſhop of Rome (hould,hearken to ſuch a thing, or to have ſerved 
for a pretence to have thrown out Athanaſins again, ſhould he be 
reſtored by the Bi/hop of Rome's Sentence, when opportunity ſer- 
ved, becauſe this 7udgment would have been againſt the Laws of 
the Charch which appoints ſach 7»dgments to be managed Hno- 
dicalhy, | | 

Socrates and Sozomen upon thes buſmeſs {peak of a Canon (which 
the preſent Writers of the Church of Rome urge often enough) that 
nm Atts of the Church ſhould be valid, which were made without the Ap- 
probation of the Biſhop of Rome : They both ſeem to ground what 
they write a_ A s Letter to the Orientals, and upon that paſſage 
in it, wherein 7=/izs asks them, whether they did not know, that 


the Cuſtome is, that we ought firſt to be written to, 
that what was juſt might be determined hence ® + 
if They did ground their words upon that Let- 
ter they are guilty of two great miſtakes, firſt, 
in ſaying there was ſuch a Canon, whereas the 
Letter it ſelf pretends to no more, than that 
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there was /uch a Cuſtome : ſecondly, They are much more miſtaken 


11 thinking che Lerrer to be 7=lins his own, when as it was a 
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dical Letter penn'd onely by 7ulize, and by «t primum NOBIS ſcri- 
batur Was meant the Weſtern Biſhops whoſe the Letter was, and 

not 7«1;us the Biſhop of Rome in particular. - 
" Launoii This anſwer I think is fair and ſufficient, but iff any one will 
—_C _ notwithſtanding this have 7s to ſpeak here of himſelf, I refer 
os *, rc. him for an anſwer (not very creditable to that Biſhop) unto the 
272. in Part, Learned Aonfieur Launoy, who * will ſhew him, that 7alius went 
6. Ep. upon 4 great miſtake, {1nce there is no Canon in the Code of the Uni- 
ver/al Church, nor in the ancient Code of the Church of Rome, that 
makes any mention of ſuch a thine. | 
The next Teſtimony of the Pope's Authority in reſtoring Paulas of 
Conſtantinople, Aſclepas and others to their Biſhopricks is taken from 
* Nubes Teſt. $,c-ates and Sozomen ®, How far from accurate in theſe affairs 
1.303% thoſe rwo Hiſtorians are, I have juſt ſhewn, and how little they 
Þ. 303, 304- Are to be followed or credited in this account about Paulus is what 
P Valeſii 0b- the Learned Valeſins in his Obſervationes Eccleſiaſtice ® upon them 


- ay hath made apparent from Sr. Athanaſins, whole Authority in this 
Socr. & So. buſineſs mult be of infinitely greater value than Socrates and $6- 


Zom. l.2.c.z3. Women, ſince He lived at the very ſame time, and they two (0 many 
years after this buſineſs, There is no evidence in*Antiquity that 
| theſe Biſhops appealed to the Biſhop of Rome : it 
4 Vide Valeſii Obſervationes Ec- is very plain from Athanaſins 4 that theſe Hiſto- 
cleſ. in Socrat. & SOZ, l. 2. c. 6. rians give a falſe account of the ſeveral baniſh- 
| ments and reſtitutions of Paulus for example, and 
" Kei ro /Z megrev 6c # Tey- jt is as certain from him © that Paxlns could not 
oO Egwcitn [vi Paulus CP.) 27 ome to Rome, nor was reſtored by 7alius, 
ovzrive* 7.5 JeurSesy mucs. f $7 "he ro Fry : : 

Korcuris Sineis exten adncars 11nce Conſtantins had in this his third exile put 
6s Siyieg—iZc! Sn; x eurivw him in chains, and baniſhed him to Singara in Me- 
els 7 "Econ wemrer mm D. A- {opotamia, and afterwards removed him to Eme- 
+" "hg ad Solitar, Vit.eagent*s. (:. ( that he could not be at Rome, nor be 
Sh reſtored by that Biſhop (upon his Profeſſion of 
the Viceze Faith, as Sozomen tells the ſtory). He that will com- 
pare Athanaſins, and theſe two Hiſtorians, will find perfe# Confuſion 

in the latter ; bur if he grudge ſo much pains, ke may find, it very 
ſufficiently done by Yaleſns in his ſecond Book of Eccleſiaſtical Ob- 

f Nub. Teſt. ſervations UPON theſe two Hiſtorians, 
Þ: 31, 32: The next quotations from St. Chryſoſtome * are onely ſome of his 
1 Pub. Teſt Rhetorical flights, his Opinion againſt any Superiority 1 St. Peter over 
p. 32, 33, the reſt of the Apoſtles we have had above*. I will paſs there- 
N. Alex. - fore to his Letter of Requeſt (forſooth) to Innocent the Firſt ", _ 

Þ 307, 302. 
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he viould repeal the Sentence of the Symod ad Yuercum againſt him, and 
order him to be reſtored to his Ste. But how little this Hiſtory helps 
the Papa! Supremacy, theſe few Obſervations will ſhew. 

Firſt, that Chryſoſtome did appeal from that Synod ad Quercum A 
(not to the Biſhop of Rome, which they of his Communion (hould OY 
prove, but) to a General Conncil, as is apparent not onely from .\,' 24; 
Sezomen * but from this Epiſtle it ſelf * to Innocent. Secondly, that Valeſ, _ 
Chryſoſtome (ent the ſame Epiſtle to Venerins Biſhop of Milain, and * —ac mile 
to Chromatirs of Aquilcia Y : fo that if his Epiſtle prove any Pre- —_— ha 
rogative for Innocent, it will prove the [ame for Venerins and Chre- paratum, 
matins, and that I am ſure is no help towards a Supremacy. Thira- preſente orbe 
ly, That this Letter was not, ſent to Innocent in particular, but to #niverſo, que- 
ſome other Biſhops * with him, which I take to be the Biſhops of his yy OY 
Dicceſe, (as the Letter to Yenerins did,-I ſuppoſe, concern the », chryc. ap. 
Biſhops of his Dioceſe, and that to Chromativs all that were urider his apud, Palladi- 
{ariſdiftion) and therefore yields no afſiſtence towards the pro- _ de Vita 
ving a particular Prerogative for Innocent in this caſe. Foxrthly, T har 2 ae = 
Inmocent did not pretend to give {udgment in the 2narrels betwixt Chryſ. Edit. 


St. Chry/oſtome, and Theophilus, but told St. Chryſoſtome ®, that there Duc. | 
muſt be a Synod, which neither ſide conld take exceptions at, of Oricn- gre 


tal and Occidental Biſhops together to put an end to this buſineſs : UPON |orjum Me- 
which account tmecent did requeſt of Honorius to call a Weſtern diolanenſem 
Council, which the Emperonr Þ readily did, and this Synod did beſeech G ad Chro- 
the Emperour to write to his Brother Arcadius, that he would appoint a Parum A- 


General Smod at Theſlalonica, where the Weſtern and Eaſtern Bi- Fer err 


Shops might meet and paſs a final Judgment upon this Affair of St. Chy- Vale in Do- 


{oltome. —_ 


* Hac igitur cogitantes omnia, Domini beatiſſimi as Reverendiſſimi dignum veſtre conſtantie (5 
congruum robur, ac ſtudium ſumite. — Ne igitur immanis iſta confuſio cunffa percurrat —ſcri= 
bite precor, Cy authoritate veſtra decernite, Cc. Idem Tbidem. 

* Ad hac reſcripſit—Innocentius— dicens, oportere conflart aliam irreprehenſibilem Synodum 
Occidentalium ( Orientalium Sacerdotum, cedentibus Concilia amicts primum , deinde inimicts : 
growing quippe partium, ut plurimum, refum eſſe Judicium. TIrnoc. Ep. apud Palladium. Ibi- 

em Ce 2o MN 

> Non tulit ultra Tnnocentius Pontifex, indignitate ſumma permotus, ſcripsitque ad Honorium 
Imperatorem. —— Motus his literis Princes pracepit Synodum Occidentalium Epiſcoporum congre- 
gart, Gy cum in unam ſententiam concurriſſet, ad ſe referre, © Congregati Italiz Epiſcopt Imperat9o- 
rem orant, ut ſcriberet Arcadio Fratri ſuo, ut juberet Thefſalomicz Concilium . fiert, quo facilins 
poſſent utreque partes Orientis Occidentisque concurrere. Palladius in Vita D. Chryſoit. p. 6. in 
T. 2, Operum Chryſoſt. Edit. Duczt. 
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e Nub. Teſt. 


Þ- 33+ 
N. Alex. 


þ. 298, 299. , 


C p, 22. 


© Nub. Teſt. 


Þ« 33» 34 
N. Alex. 


Þ+ 397+ 


(32) 


How far this Account is from proving any thing extraordinary 
about Imocent is what the —_ eader will readily appre- 
hend. I will not inquire of our Compiler, - becauſe I believe he 
knows: »ething of the buſineſs, but I do of Father Alexandre in 
what Edition of St. Chryſs/tome he found this Epiſtle called Libellus 
Sapplex, and where ke read that St. Chry/oſtome preſented it (upon 
his knees I ſuppoſe they would have it, as Letters of Requeſts uſe 
to be) to Innocent; for that muſt be the ſenſe of F. Alexanare'; 
porrexit Innocentio I. Pontifics Romano: I defire our Compiler to 
ſend F. Alexanare word, that He that will be guilty of /ach tricks, 
muſt either be »o Scholar, Or no honeſt Man. 

The two next Authorities from Vincentius, and St. Ambroſe © are 
of roo little value to deſerve much conſideration, that of Lirinenfi, 
_—_ other Biſhops to have equal ſhare in the Care of the Church, 
vile it Calls them the Collegues of the Biſhop of Rome ;. and for 
St. Ambroſe about feeding the [heep, that Text hath been ſufficiently 
ſecured, and cleared above 9 : and I need be no longer upon the 
next paſſage from hi: Epiſtle ro Theophilus, but that I cannot paſs 
over the ignorance and aiſmngennity of Our Compiler and this Maſter 
F. Alexandre Upon this point ©: They tel! ws, that the Symed of Capua 
did commit to Theophilus the deciſren of the quarrel! betwixt Eva- 
grizs and Flavianus at Antioch ; which is very falſe, for it is ex- 
preſled as plain in this Epiſtle, as words can doe it, that the deciſion 

of that buſineſs was committed to Theophilns and 


f —Cum ſanta Synodus cogniti= the <A-gyptian Biſhops f who were i» Sod to de- 


ons Fus unanimitat{ re, Careriſs Eo affair : tell us alſo that St. Am-: 


O dottbus n1- . : 
| Agate. 55 pg com Ey. broſe owns that Theophilus ought to give an ac- 


78. T.3-p-233- Edit. Frob. 1538. - count of his Deciſion ( not of the Canſe, as our 


Compiter miſtakes his aſter) to the See Apoſts- 
lick, and that his Deciſion would be of no force or obligation, if the 
Biſhap of Rome aid mot ratifie it ; the folly of which is fufhciently 
expoſed from the Determination of the Synod of Capua it /eff, 
which utterly ruins this fooliſh rakk,, when ir did commit the final 
Deciſion Of that buſineſs to a Synod of <AEgyptian Biſhops, without ta- 
king the /eaft notice of the Biſhop of Rome 5, and they have as little 
ground, for what they ſo boldly affirm here, from St. 4mbreſe's 
Epiſtle, fince all that St. Ambroſe (who had been conſulked in the 
buſineſs by Theophilus) direts here is that hu opinion is that they 
would adviſe with the Bi/hop of Rome in this affair ;, that ſo what 
was decided by them in Hnod, might have a general reception. re 
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His next Authorities are much more unfit for the proving fuch 

great things as the Florentine Conncil ſays of the Pope : none but 

2 very ſhort- hehred perſon would quote the Compariſon of St St. Pe- 

ter and Plato ( o_ paſſage is not in St. Hierome as ſet down by Nb. Teftiun, 

our Awthour ) fince no one ever made or believed Plats to be ** 3 * 

ſuch a Prince over the Philoſophers, as the Church of Rome (ays St. Pe- 

ter was over the Apoſtles and the whole Church 8, The buſineſs of © Nub. Teft. 

the Comneil of Jeruſalem, with St. Hierome's leave, makes more for ?: Long 

the honowr of St. fames , Biſhop there , than of St. Peter , ſince gr 282. 

concluded the debates , and the Canon was drawn up in the wery, 

expreſſions preſcribed by him : and I muſt confeſs that, as to the 

next paſſage from St. Hierome ® about a Head conſtituted among the * Nub. Teft. 

Apoſtles , fince I find nothing in the Goſpels or in the At: F tin. | i 

the Apoſtles that either owr Saviour did appoint , or the Apoſtles eleft p, 1g Om 

or conſtitute Peter Head of the Apoſtles ; cannot believe i it, though 

St. Hierome doth affirro it, eſpecially ſince his being made the 4- 

Poe Meſſenger, Ads 8. 14. is ſo home an Evidence againſt «t. 
The next Te onghr, nk EY 08 © St. Hierome acted as eve- ' Nub. Toft. 


ry good Chriſtian to the Faith and Church of Chriſt, 2: 35: 
againſt che Hereticks, tha ea aS every Presbyter ought, when he _ A 


conſulted his own Bi Jo xr he might uſe the term Hypoſtaſes p. 1 LATE 
about the 7rimy. The two laft Teſtimonies from hins —_—_ 
ſerve a word of anſwer, and therefore I will paſs to thoſe = ; 
St: Auſtin ; the two firſt * paſſages from whow Fa duedly againſt | **d. Teft. 
our Compiler ; the reft are. _ weak for his deſigns , ot. 2 pA 
ry little purpoſe, fince as to the firf | of them, ſeveral te Wy 
ches as well as that at Rome did enjoy the prerogative of dn] oe —_ TN 
Apoſtolical Chair , and as to the »ext ®, it was very expedient the TI 
Africans ſhould try all means, and aſe all helps that could be got to [5 p. Tr 
Peſt a rome ge ; and for the third", it was cu » Alex. 
a. of -m_ [L6) mY Biſhops tO err s.. Hi EAT 308. 
RG rs of ye will OL 
laft © falls in with the ſecond, and i hore {pas dan A 
IN ſo by : WERD. fince they P were anſwered p. 309. 
vel Mn ds or! gr of che Rock. * Nub. Teff. 
Having f pin time about the Teft;imonies hitherto, I®; Agp+ + 
will make beſte chrough pe nf there are bur one or þ. 30g. 
to left that can give us much occafion of an Arfwer ; that about * Nub. Toft. 
Neftorius had need to have a Preface to make it look greas for Þ 41+ 
the Pope , as if Neftoris could not be excommunicated but ” | 


(as) 


his Authority, and Cyril did excommunicate him 6y virtwe onely of 

* Nub. Teſt. the power given him by that Pope 9: whereas it is Certain from Saint 
4 ” au Cyril's own Letter tO Celeſtine, that before then, ( upon. Derethers 
2 309, 310, his having denounced in the preſence of Neſtorins an Anathema * againſt 
Cyril. A- all that ſhould ſay the Virgin Mary was the Mather of God ) not one- 
lex. Ep. ad |y the people of Conſtantinople , Los almoſt al the Monaſteries with 
i _ their Abbats had leſt off communicating with Neftorias , and that 
Edit. Col St. Cyril himſelf had already broke off Communion with him, but 


does not publickly denounce Excommunicarion againſt Neſtoring, 


Os meerrgey 5 © mess wmv 
Kotvwrics ip, ftw ouey rewrws ME- 
TA' RAPPHETAESZ, may ov 
Tame Th On Yno0tfGrig. dy div: 


wu.  Idem, Ibid. 


t Tany x» HMEI & —#&- 
mw 'OSETV'AOMEN* 
Gin I 7.6 partes. Smogams xaT 
try — guutoIHoue EOI mi- 
yur +. avdwlian 3% nueTICs Deg- 
Vs, gc. Cceleſt. Ep. Cyrillo, 


v Nubes Teſttum, þ. 42, 43+ 
Nat. Alexan. Þ. 310, 311, 312+ 
* Nubes Teſtium, þ. 44- 
Nat. Alexan. f. 312» 


lettWian's Letter, 


* Nub. Tefh 
Þ« 44s 45- 


2 


till he had conſulted with Cweleftine in the 
thing f, who upon the hearing of Neforixs his 


' great Errour , did ſend an Anſwer to Cyril , 


wherein he tells him that They ought to excom- 
municate Neſtorizs, if he did not recant hs 


» Erronr, and therefore gave Cyril leave to join 


bis Authority to his own , and in their names t0 
excommunicate Neſftorizs * What is Cited 
next from the Council of Epheſws ſignifies no- 
thing at all, but what the Pope's Legate ſaid 
there, ſignifies much /e/s, ſince this is a Con- 
troverſie that is not to be decided by what this 
Pope or that Legate {4id : paſſing therefore what 
either Czleſtine or his Legate (ay here *, ot 
Pope Lee's Legate at Chalcedon * , and the ble 


4 paſſage of the Council there as of no ftrength , I 


am come tO that paſſage from the Emperonr V a- 
which ſpeaks of the Biſhop of Rome's having 


power t9 juage of Matters of Faith and the cou of Prog or Biſhops. 
I onely ask our Compiler *, whether he de 

ſage to prove that the Biſhop of Rome had ſuch a power of judging 

Matters of Faith , and the Canſes of the oP alone, Or in Conmuntti- 

other Biſhops : if he defigns onely the 


ſigns from this paſe 


latter, no body does 


oppoſe a Hmneds having power of 7udging and examining ſuch things; 
but if he will have the Bip of Rome alone to have og power over 


See Nowvelles de Ia Republ. des 
Lettres for the Month Ofober , 
1684. Þ. 262- 


ſuch Matters and Comroverfies, I cannot but 
refer him to his own Maſter F. Alexandre ,, who 
was ſo and ſo vigorous to have the 
Propoſition cenſured ( which is i» the Hungari 


an Cenſure of the Propoſitions of the Clergy of France ). whi 
reaches, that it doth belong to. the Apoſtolical See. alone by drvine: 


immmtable 


(3s) 


immutable * privilege to determine in Contro =» 4d Sedem Apoftalicam 
werſfies of Faith: againſt which extravagant divino _" immutabili privilegie 
Propoſition it is ſaid that Father made a Diſ- {þ*#ar de Controverſiis Fidet judi- 
courſe of two hours long, which pleaſed AMon- A: 

fieur Colbert ſo well, that he ſent him a preſent of a hundred Loui- 

 dores. This DoTrine of the ſole power of the Pope in Judging Contro- 

verſies of Faith is {0 odious to the Clergy of France that they call 

it the Hereſie of the feſuites 5 and the Sorboniſts , who wrote the 

Notes upon the Hungarian Cenſure of the four Propoſitions of the 

Gallican Clergy, tell the Clergy * of Hangary, that ; : 
there is nothing ſo direflly contrary to the moſk * Note "in Cenſuram Hungari- 
plain words of Scripture , to the moſt evident Te: ©); F-->pp4 ks 4 mg 
ſtimonies of the Fathers , and the Prattice of the Vindicie Do&trine Majorum Schol 
whole Catholick, Church for above a thouſand years, Pariſicnſs. 

as the Dofrine of the Pope's having ſole- power in 

Zudging Controverſies of Faith {0 that, I hope, if I cannot, choſe 
Authorities may convince our Compiler, that he had better let this 

Teſtimeny alone. I will paſs the rwo next Teſtimonies, and tell our 
Compiler, that, as to the Council of Conſtantinople , they. did not 
ſubmiſſruely deſire ( as our Compiler Þ and F. Alexandre do moſt * Nub. Teft. 
falfly aſſert they did) the Confirmation of their Decrees from Da- 0 — 
maſus, Biſbop of Roe : there is nothing in this Epiſtle of Damaſus þ+ 306. 

to ground /x#ch 4 thing on 3 and, which is more, it is certain that 

they did delire of the Emperony Theodoſins ©, who had convened this * "Ap © 
Council, that H E would confirm their Decrees. —- wv | _ hat? 
Yeouuan ver} au * Sour mivuy & ons Eonfuc; Emmuadiras oe at 
ive Garry Tos xaos YEaupnn F unanvia TrAutd, www x; NEdrlor emopenyions 
7 71A@ + Proſphoneticus Conciliz C.P, Imper. Theodofio in T. 2. Concil. p. 945+ Edit. Coflart. 


Thus I have gone through al the Teſtimonies colleted by our 
Compiler , and , inſtead- of anſwering the aft ; to wit,” the Pe 
nition of the Council of Florence/in the method I have done thoſe. hi- 
therto, I will conclude -againſt it , that as I have ſhewn «bove, , * 
that there was »o ground from Scripture nor Canon of the Univer- ' 
ſal Charch that did in the leaſt comntenance what the Comncil of 
Florence did define concerning the Popez fo neither doth awy of 
the inſtances pickt up by or Compiler confirm Or" ilaftrate that 
Decree, and therefore we have reaſon to ſay. that the Pope's Su- 
premacy had neither countenance nor being during the firſ# five hun- 
ared years after our Saviour. 


F 2 CHAP: 


(36) 


CHAP. IL 


Concerning Tradition. 


SECT. I. 


Tx HE buſineſs of Trad Tradition | is that which our Compiler under- 
takes next to defend : I cannot underſtand to what pur 


pole He takes ſo much pains to tell s the Gnoſticks Here with 
that of the Marcionires and Yalentinians, fince, I hope, =.._- thoſe . 
Hereſies are chargeable now upon us, no not that ip Of Ima- 
ger which was among the G»ofticks, and is to be heard of in in 
4 Charch now in the World : we could wiſh al! oxr Nei 
were as far from ay —_— ——— theſe Hereſies ; hs 
heartily deſire, that as chez do not believe in Thirty Gods, with 
the Yalentimians, ſo they were as far from having thrice thirty 0- 
jets of Religions Worſhip. 
I heartily wiſh o&r Compiler had read that ſecond Chapter of Saint 
Irenens his third Book againſt the Hereticks , 
a oe Toto, p * Nat. which he * from F. Alexandre quotes to a very 
1-50 Veen. in Par, falſe es if either He or F. Alexandre 
ſecunda Seculi þ þ 349+ himſelf had read this third Book of — had 
vom gone 19 pe: er 3 nay more, bur 
very Title of it 5 our Compiler would not have talked fo fillily & 
bout thoſe Hereticks rejetting the received Doftrines and Prattices of 


the Charch, becanſe they pretended they were net 


> Nat. Alex. Jbidem, p 
Prentandn tercls bane FI Fe in Seriprare, not F. Andre b, have po t dowd 


rerum Hereticorum indolem ut folos "in eee of hi Teens ILL 
ad Scripturas provecarent. —_—_ 
h to Scriprnye, when the —— this Chap 
ter in renews tells us; mo, on 9 orge teh ene 
Scriptare nor Tradition il © 
2 fed meme Sores, neu the Church *, I will fer down here dorovhe begks 
Titulus, c. 2+ h, 3+ renz! adv, He- ning of the Chapter it ſelf, becauſe iz is /o 5 
" the prartle of a ſort of people now in the 


eſes, 
of World , nn" 
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led Hereticks, When ( ſays Irmeus ©) you argue againſt theſe Hert- © Cim enim 


ticks from the Scriptures themſelves , they quickly fall to accuſing them , ex Scripturis 


that They are not right, that they are not of Authority, | 2 Romaniſt DT 
would have a , Without our Church's approbation, ] that things 7 
are ſet down variouſly, and that there is no finding the Truth out of them ipſarum Scri- 
by thoſe who are ignorant of Tradition , ſince It was delivered by Word pturarun , 
of mouth, not by Writing. | m—_—— - 
neque fint ex authoritate, (7 quia varis ſint die, Of quia non p:ſſit ex his inveniri veritas ab his, 
qut neſci ant Traditionem. Nonenim per literas traditam illam , ſed per vivam wocem. D. Ire- 
nzus adv. Hereſes, l. 3. c. 2. Edit. Fevardenr. 


But to proceed to his new point of Controverfie 4 , our Compiler * Nubes Teft. 
tells us, that the Fathers maintain , that the Tradition of the Catholick 4% 
Church is to be received, and that Her Conſtitutions and Praftices are þ, 351. 
not to be rejeftted, though not found expreſly in Scripture. 

How looſe a Writer our Compiler is, the World hath been 
ſufficiently informed by the Anſwers to his other pieces; in this 
point. He is reſolved to act the ſame perſon , while he ſo gingerly 
pen down part of the Debate betwixt us, and ſuppreſles the re/t 
OT #t. . 

To ſtate therefore the Controverſie about Tradivion ( if there re- 
ally be a»y ) betwixt »«, He ſhould not have put down that for 
the account of the Debate herein betwixt us , which is agreed to 
by both fides , nor ſhould have omitted that wherein we really 
diſagree, and chat is about the Seriprares being « cerrain and perfett 
Rule of Faith without che help of Tradition, which the Caunci] of 
Trent hath made to be of Equal Anthority with the Scripture. 

What our Compiler hath fet down is no Controverſse betwixt 
Ws , (ince we do declare that the 7radirion of the Carholich Charch 
is to be received, we do own that by 7h# we received the Holy 
Scriptures, and know how to _ the Scriptwres from Jpocry- 
phal Or Swppofititions Writings3 and we profe(s alſo that we are wil- 
ling and ready to receive a» Dofrine- mc; written , that hath as 
perpetual, unanimous and certain 4 Tradition as the Doftrines written 
m Scripture have ; that we onely wait for their proving that any 
of thoſe Doftrines —_—_— obtrude upon us have been has 
Univerſally delivered : fo that herein is =o Controverſie betwin us ; 
and if by Conftitmrions our Compiler means thoſe about Aatters Of 
Diſcipline and Government, and by Praftices the Rites and Cereme- 
nerf the Charch 5 He knows, or leaſt ought to know, that mY 


FRI 


, Y 
F.3 


FF. (38) 


the Deftrine of our Chwrch, that there is no neceſſity of expreſs Scrip- 

ture for the Conſtitutions and Praftices which ſhe enjoins in order 

to the more regular and decent ſervice of God, So that here again 

He ſees we are agreed , and therefore what he hath put down 

*__ as a Point at preſent under debate betwixt us , is realy none 

at all, ; 

But if He mean here Conftirutions of Points of Faith neceſſary to 
Salvation, let him undertake to produce Fathers ( when he plea- 
ſes) for that point, and I do here promiſe him an A»/wer : 'what 

: He hath colle&ed under this head are not to that purpoſe. 

- -w __ For as to his two © firſt Authorities from Irenens, they are taken 

+3y =_ out of that very bock wherein St. Irenens ( as he tells kim who put 

p- 358---350. him upon writing againſt the Yalentinians) undertook to con- 

"TOY if Libr) ſure ins” —_ from Cong, Ape chews 
—In hoc autem tert!9_Libro} ſelves, wilh /ame 1n the VVor 

ex SCRIPTURTS tnjeramus [nk him _ not be angry at wa G _ 

oftenſiones, ut nihil tibi ex his que 1 - bs ery at #5 Or Deng 

preceper as, deſit a nobis. Iren. Pref. ſolicitous and earneſt for the ſame Method, In 
in Lib. 3. adv. Hereſ. this Book Irenexs takes notice of the extra- 
| vagant kumonr of the Hereticks, that they would 
be confined to »o Rale, nor ſubmit either to Scripture or Tradi- 

£ D.Iren. l.3. j;0 8, * | | | 

+ 2 By Tradition here this Father meant the preaching of the Chriſtias 

b Henc predicationem cm acce- Faith, and the Delivery of the Apoſtles Creed \, 
perit & hanc fidem——Ecclefia di- every Article of which is expreſly contained 
ligenter cuſtodit—— & conſonanter ,jqn the Holy Scriptures , {0 that this cannot be 
hec predicat -G*decer & tradit, OF 10 ſervice to them, ſince: both ſides agree, 
quaſi unum poſſidens 0s. D. Iren. ; 

adv. Her. |. 1. c. 3. that the Creed is but a Summary of-the Holy 

Scriptures, Which Creed he ſays was unanimouſly 
without any variation believed, taught and delivered from hand to 
hand in every Charch. 

| There is a paſlage in this third Chapter urged indeed by. F, A- 

& Nat. Alex. /ex andre *, but more prudently omitted by our Compiler, which, I 

P. 359 think, may with abundance of reaſon be turned upon the Rema- 
niſts by #s in all points of Controverſie betwixt #s, as well as it 
was by St. Irenexs againſt the Hereticks of his time. He argu- 
ing againſt them that there were »o Biſhops in the World that-ei- 
ther taught or knew of any ſuch things as they held , urges them 

| With this argument , That if the Apoſtles had known of any ſuch hia- 
| —Etenim fi recondita Myſte- en Iſteries | which they were to teach the Per- 


ria ſciſſent Apoſtoli, que ſeorſim & felt onely in private and nnknown to the ref of 
| | their 
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their Diſei ples, they wonld meſt likely have aclive- 
red them to thoſe to whom they committed thiſe 


Churches they had planted; inforcing it with this 


reaſon , becauſe they rertginly would be very deſi+ 
rous that thoſe to whom they left their Churches and 
their Epiſcopal Charge, ſhould be very perfett and 
irreprovable in all things, which they could not 


latinter ab reliquis Perfefos doee- 
bant, His vel maxims traderem ea, 
quibus etiam ipſas Eccleſias commit- 
rebant« Valde enim perfe&tos (o ir- 
reprebenſibiles in omnibus eos wele- 
bant eſſe , quos & Succeſſres relin« 


guebant, GFc, St. lren. c. Her, 1.3. 


Ca 3+ 


be, if they wanted choſe ſecret Ayſteries the Hereticks did pretend to. 
And in the ſame manner may we urge againſt the Church of 


Rome, that if the Apoftles had known of ſuch things as Purgato- 
$ ry, Praying ts Saints, and the Lawfulneſs of worſhipping Images, and 
the like, they would certainly either have put them down in their 
= ownWritings, or would have dglivered; them to thoſe to whom 
> they left their Charges, that ſo we might have ſeep and heard of theſe 
things among, them as frequently and as unanimouſly as we do of the 
Tradition of the Apoſtles Creed, vE 
But to return, and put a ſhort A»ſwer to theſe Puotations : the 


| Tradition here ſpoken of was about the Apoſtles Creed ; the Tra- 

M dition here is what the Apoſtles had preached, and what the ApoſHes 

1 tfreached Is the very ſame that they afterwards by the Will of God | 
E and the Requeſt of Chriſtians ( as Exſebius ®, for example, does " Hiſt. Eccl. 
F inform #s about three of the Goſpels ) committed to Writing, This is * 3 © 24+ 

4 what Irenens himſelf ſays particularly in the | | 


firſt Chapter of this Book®, that we had no 06- 
ther knowledge of the Oeconomy of our Salvation 
than by the Labours of thoſe by whom- we firſt re- 
cerved the Goſpel, which Goſpel indeed at firſt 
They DELIVERED by PREACHING, 
but afterwards by the Will and Appointment of 
God committed It to WRITING, that IT 


n Non enim per alios diſpyſitio- 
nem ſalutis noftre cognovimus, quam 
per eos, per. quos Evangelium per- 
venit ad nos, Qued'quidem tunc pr 4- 
comiaverunt, poſtea vero per Det vo- 


* duntatem in SCRIPTURIS: 


nobis TRADIDE RUNT, 
Fundamentum Cygſolumnam Fidet 


mſtre futurum. St, Ircn, adve 
A. might be the Foundation ana Pillar of our Faith, Her. 1. 3c: 1. 
£ C and fo of our Salvation. ] | 4x18 

If rhoſe Divine Writings be of that Efficacy as to found and ftabliſh 
yr in the True Faith, thither in God's name let xs have recourle, 
and learn what the Apoſtles raught by what they writ. we have not 
the leaſt ground Or intimation from this Father of any Doftrines ne- 
ceſſary to Salvation not written, or forgotten to- be penned by. che 
Apoſtles among the reft> we have his Opinion direcly againſt any: 
ſuch ſecret Traditions. In a word, if it were Ged's Wil, that:the 
Apoſtles ſhould commis to writing the [ame Word 'of Salvation that. 
they 


- Mg: 6 
-" Pets, 3 
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"they had preached, I cannot ſee how it (ſhould come to paſs, that 
ſore part of it (ſhould be written and avother not. If it were all writ- 
ten, T am fure our ler is beſides the C»/hiov, and the whole 
Church of Rome as . 

What I have ſaid here is not onely «wer ſufficient for what 
: 2 —mgh 5 out of —_— : wn for _ two next 4. 4g from Origen *, 
; 5% 3t* the /atter of which ſpeaking ſo very honowrably of the Scriptures, is a 
4 yen very unfit one for the Church of Rome's _ , and would have 
been omitted, had either F. Alexandre or our Compiler read the 
whole Tratt they (o readily quote. The /aft from 
in Origen ® and thoſe from Tertwllian 4 relate onely 
9 Nubes Teft. p. $2. Nat. Alex. tO Eccleſiaſtical Rites ; as for Tertullian's not 
Þ- 367-  FIONeY diſputing with the 'Hereticks from Scripture *, 
Fr - "5 Teft. þ. 54- Nat. Alex. jt was not from the Imbecillity of Scriptures for 
; | ſuch purpoſes , but upon other accownts , one of 
which was, that _ nothing to doe with the Scriptures 3 all 

$ 


Fs Teſt. p. 51. Nat. Alex. 


the World knows the Reverence Tertallian had for the Falneſs and 
wfficiency of the Scriptares tO all purpoſes, when 


© {doro Serie peniunes © He ſaid he adored the Fulneſs of the Seriptare, 
genis Officina. $i non eft ſcriptum, and bids Hermogenes tO have a care of the Woe 


timeat Ve illud adjicientivus aut denounced againſt thoſe that added or rok, any thin 
jt yon deflinaram. Tertall, |, from Scripture , £'& could not ſhew ho 
adverſ. Hermogen. Cc. 22. , : 
; what he taught was to be found in the Scriptures, 
And the fame + can ſhew of St. Bafi!, who as he does plead 
Tradition without expreſs Scripture for the Prafices and Confti- 
tations of the Church with the reſt of the Fathers, as our Compiler 
* Nubes Teſt. þ. 55, $6. | hath quoted him * ſo he is as earneſt as a» of 
Nat. Alexan. p. 375, 376, 377» the Fathers for the Sufficiency and Awthority of 
the Written Word as tO Matters of Faith, and in 
ordCr. ht Sermon about Trae Faith * , declares it to be a manifeſt devi- 
£8 : 
Rwns mia ation from Faith, and a fign of Pride , either to rejeft any part of the 
ws, % "Mr Scriptures , or to add to them , ſince Chrift had told us, that bs 
= 2 2 Sheep would hear his voice, and not a Strangers, 
Sx7ay i $3 wycenctan , i inner $f wit Yryecutor, ti Kvels 3.7 "InoT Xe? 
oimy ©, ma fue wegeam © tuns porn drurt. 5. Sermo de vera Fide, T. 2. þ. 25t+ 


A ET be I ao era, 
54S vok and page, but i ing him, we m " A- 
Nat. alexate , embe, who helpd him 1s thews , bur ſhould have remembred 
himſelf to have quoted Oration inftead of Book; the place rom 

| regory 


| (4r ) 
Gregory Niſſen however might haye been fpared, fince the 7radi- 
troy | way of is that of the Apoſtles and Evangelifts, and That 
_ we are ture was written In the' Scriptures, but aflow'ing this Trad: - 
tion tO be an »writtes one, it is not about 4 poine of Faith, bur the 
Interpretation of it, wherein we allow the Tradition of Antiquity to 
be highly uſefult and neceſſary. | 

The firſt Authority from Epiphanius * 1s not againſt ws, who do « xus. Teft. 
not require expreſs Scripture for every cuftome, but admit of Tra- p.53.N.Alex. 
dition as Authority ſufficient in /ech a caſe : and in his nex: all that 2: 35** 
he contends for is thar it was a Tradition of the Church to pray for 
the dead.; and Y that the Holy Ghoſt did teach partly by the written y wub. Teft. 
word, and partly by Tradition, which aft part of his words if it be p-58-N.Alex. 
ſtretched to ſpeak of marters of Faith is more than can be allowed t: 378 
to Epiphanins, ſince the fir/# Fathers teach the direft contrary, as I 
could have ſhewn from Tertullian and others as well-as I did from 
Ireneus. St. Auſtin's places * as relating to Eccleſiaſtical Prafices * Nub. Teſt. 
and Conſtitutions are anſwered above ; that from Vincentins Lirinen- Þ- 59, $9. 
fs relates to the ſame : the /aft from St. Chry/oſtome * ſpeaks of Y: —_ : 
the times of the Apoſtles themſelves, whoſe Preachings as well as = 395. : 
Writings were the very ſame, did proceed from the ſame Holy Spi- * Nub. Teft. 
rit, and therefore were of equal Authority: and for what he adds ?- 5": 


about the Tradition of the Church, that when it is offered to us, we as, 


ſhould enquire no farther ; it does certainly refer onely to Prafices 
and Cuſtoms of the Charch, ſince as to matters of a higher nature, to 
wit, thoſe that concern owr Faith and Salvation, He makes Scrip- 
tyre- Autharity-abſolutely neceſſary, and teaches »s not ro ſay av 
thing of our own beads withour 0% Teſtimony of the Sacred Inſpired 
Triters for this very reaſon f becauſe if we affirm big: 

or (ay any thing withomt having | the Authority of | + O50 Nv 8 ii aigen dwigns 
Scripture for it, the under ſtandings of our Auditors &1» *N 23 hoyouar wiver* idv 


waver, one while aſſenting, another while doubting, wo op Moyles, tf Devore 


one while rejefting aur diſcourſe as frivolous, ans yd; my yy 
ther while kn ing it, but as probable at moſt ;.. —_ . wage yes ri, 
but when once we produce the Written Teſtimony of  P#pouin, wore 5 as mivayly ma- 
Gods Word, we confirm our own diſcourſe, and cedo8uden * bras 5 "Blygayor # 
fix and ſettle the Underſtanding f the Audi- g 16> 4 a jr 
ws A wy oy Geyity when he hath mod nf, wie Brat iCeCaluon, 
this, Will have exother notion Concerning » Hom, in Pl. 95. þ. 1042» 
Authority of Tradition, We do admit it as to 79 3: Edit. Puczi. 
Diſcipline and Prattice with the Primitive Fav 
G-- there, 


; (42) 


thers, but as to points of Faith and Doftrines of neceſſity to Salvation 
we do require with them the Written Teftimeny of the Word of God, 
or an Univerſal uninterrupted Tradition as clear as that by which we 


receive the Scriptures themſelves, 


CHAP. IV. 


Concerning Invocation of Saints. 


SECT. Lb 


18 W little the Charch of Rome is able to produce Univerſal 
| Tradition for thoſe points of Controverſie which we at preſent 
contend about is what our Compiler's next head comes now to ſhew. 
That there is o foundation in Scripture, NO command for, nor Prac- 
tice of Invocation of Saints, Or paying any Religions Worſhip to them 
. Or their Reliques is what they are forced to grant z they muſt then 
have recourſe to Tradition, and ſhew #« from that, what they 
were not able to doe from Scripture it ſelf, that the Church of 
Ged always prattiſed and taught ſuch a worſhip of Saints and Reliques 

as the Church of Rome doth now teach and prattiſe, 
Our Compiler begins this point with an account of the Hereſie of 
Vigilantins, as F. Alexanare calls it 5 this account he hath borrowed 
* nPar. 1. Out of that Fathers * account of the Hereſie of Vigilantius ;, and 
Sec. 5- c« 3» every ſyllable of the Teſtimonies under this head for above twenty pa- 
4 Palur, —"* ges together out of the ſame Friend ® : He tells #s that in the e- 
in Panoplia ginning of the fourth Century Vigilantius began to teach his peſtilent 
edv. Hereſes Dc rines : but this is a miſtake of our Compiler, who hath. placed 
Sette 5. in Vigilantins here by the ſame figure that he puts Damaſis and 7uli- 
cali quintz, 4 © in the Third Centmry, Vider in the firſt, and Aeris exatly in 
© Append. tro the middle of the ſame Century : Vigilantins lived in the beginning of 
Nub. Teſt. the fifth Century, when the quarrel betwixt him and St. Hierome 
Þ> ISL» began 3 we arenot at all concerned in this quarrel any farther than 
to ſtand by that Do&rine and thoſe Praftices which were molt a- 


_ greeable to the Scriprares the Foundation of Faith. 
FE T29. aug hu 


Pn eh — 


The Differences betwixt «and: the Church of Rome in theſe 
points.are 10 well known, that I need ſpend no/ time about ſhew- 
ing wherein they are; it is ſufficient to advertiſe that they of thar 
Church teach and prattiſe the putting up prayers to Saints and An- 
gels, paying Religious Worſhip tO them, proſtrating themſelves he- 
fore Reliques and the like 5 every one of which we 7" upon reaſons 
which from Scripture, and the pureſt Antiquity (eem invincible 
O ws. : 

The Church of Rome will have what ſhe teaches and prattiſes in 
theſe things to have been the Conſtant Pratice and Original Tradi- 
tion of the Whole Church of Chriſt : and this is the thing which 
lies upon them to prove, and this is what we demand, that they 
wetkhion from the writings of the Fathers, that the Invoca- 
tion of Saints, and Worſhip of them and their Reliques was the Prac- 
tice of the Univerſal Church in the firſt, ſecond, third and fourth A- 
ges of the Church : the Praftice of the Three firſt Centuries is that 
which they know we ſo much valze, and i» upon, and therefore 
always demand Evidences thence of any Dottrine or Praftice, when 
Tradition Was certainly freſheſt in their Memories, and the Fathers 
in beſt capacity of knowing the /en/e of Scriptures, and of the 
Apoſtles, | | 

Our Compiler will not be the mas: ſerviceable to ws in ſuch de- © Nub. T:ft. 
mands : As tO honouring the Saints in obſerving days in honour of them, Þ- 53, $4:Oc. 
he knows we doe it, and therefore needed ndt to bring paſſages as | _ 
from the /atter end of the fourth Century and the fifth 4, to prove noplia. in 
it was then. pradtiſed in the Church; he might very eaſily have Par. 2. Sec. 5. 
ſhewn ſuch a Pra&ice from the firſ# Ages of the Charch. þ. 279, 281, 

But I will paſs on to Invocation of Saints, and ſee whether He 23> © 
ſhews :h#5 to have been the Prattice of the Three firſt Centuries and 
ſo oh; and here Alas his Authorities fail im, and he is not able 
to produce us ove - for his paſſages from St. Cyprian and Origen © * Nub. Teſt. 
do onely prove what is generally pionſly believed that the glorified - * 
Saints do intercede for the Church Militant : and the two next f ,__ £ = 
from the fourth Century prove no more : But what is this to Inveca- * Nub. Teft. 
tio; of Saints, 1S there no difference betwixt or praying tO them, and Þ-58.N Alex. 
their interceding for u« ? | þ. 3-8. 


The next Authority from Nazianzen 8 cannot doe it, ſince af * Nub. Teſt. | 


know thes to be a Rhetorical Apoſtrophe Z and his other Orations (hew ? 59. N.Alex. 
that this thing of adareſſing their aiſconrſe or wiſhes to the Saints was Þ» 399. . 
now but in ts infancy, & ns &/anns (in his thid Oration aganit ee 
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addrefling himſelf to Conſtantin; ) does inuwmribly prove that ir was 
far from being a ſettled belief then, that the Szints could hear or 
perceive requeſts put up to them : nor does any of his following Au. 
h Nub. Teft. thorities ® from Gregory Nyſſen, Chryſoftome, Ambroſe prove any more 
£.70, 71,06 than an interpellation Or Requeſt to the Saints, that they would do 
p-311, 312, at Which they did believe they were always a doing, that is prayin 
oc for the 4i/frefſed here on earth : none of his Teftimenies proceed G 
far as to prove __— Prayers like thoſe now «ſed in the Charch 
of Rome z, they look much liker the Requeſts from Equals, or fami- 
liar Friends, let but any one compare the Speech of Greg#hy Nyſſer 
" Nub. Teft. for example ® where he applies #wmſelf to Theodorms the Marry, 
70 with the Devotions of the preſent Church of Rome to the Saints, and 
he will eaſily (ee the great difference betwixt the Prayers uſed mow 
during Divine Service, and the Requeſts then made in their Ora- 

H0u5S.. 
So that we of the Chxrch of England are ftill where we- were, 
notwithſtanding our Compiler, we dare not prattiſe Invecation. of 
Saints, becauſe we believe Prazer, Or Religions Invocation tO be pe- 
* Wa. 42-8. caliar-tOGod alone, who will not give his Glory*-to any othe# ;, who in 
1 Pal. 50.15- any of oar necefſiries hath directed us to-cal por him | and hath 
romiſed that he will deliver us : we. believe our bleſſed Saviowr 
a his Father's mind better than all the men in the 1d, who 


ordered his Diſciples, and #s by them, to put up or Prayers to. 


Our Father (not to this or that Saint) that is in Heaven. 
we do not follow. the latter Ages of the Charch in their Inter- 


pellations tO Saints, becauſe a5 we are furethat they had not Scripture. 


to ground their Praftice upon, fo we are as certain that they had 
not the Example of the fir/# Ages to guide them into ach Praftices. 
But we are fartheſt of allffrom joyning with the preſent Church of 
Kome, which hath turned che Trrerpellations and Requeſts uſed to 
Saints inthe fifth and fixth Centuries into formal Prayers and Servi- 
ces, and hath put her Prayers to them into the moſt ſolemn parts Of 
her Devotions, into her Litanyfor inſtance ; 1o that if we could not 
admit of »fing ſuch Requeſts tO Saints, becauſe growndleſs and with- 
owt Example, we have far more reaſon tO reject Invocation and ſolemn 
' Prayers tO Saints as Superſtitions, {1nce it is-againſt Soriprure, 
ag4inſt the Pratice of the three firft Centuries of the Church, again(t 
a Gonnesl in the fourth 'Centary, and'wams a Pattern even in the 


##h and ſixth, and hath »» example in amy-of the places produced 


Dy Our Compiler ON this head, 
| This 


nt rt 
rr nr 
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This is ſufficient to ſhew, that what our Compiler hath produ- 
ced from the End of the fourth, and from the fiſth Century does 
not defend or reach,up to the preſent Prattices of the Church of Rome 
in this point, {ince_there-is ſo great a difference betwixt Interpellati- 
0995 Put Up in Rhetorical Orations and Homilies, and Prayers uſed in 
the very Litanies themſelves ; betwixt Requeſts not put up in the 
Litwrgies of the Church, nor commanded any where in Antiquity for 
thoſe firſt five hnndred years of the Church; and Prayers formally 
put into the Litargies of the Church of Reme, and as frrittly com- 
manded to be uſed by all her members. In Origen's time we are ſure 
that the Do#rine of the Church was that no worſhip nor adoration 


[ nor conſequently no Invocation | was to be paid to Angels ® be- "—eni 3 


cauſe all prayer, ſupplication, interceſſion and thanksgiving was to \be 955 werouin- 
offered up to God Almighty by the high Prieſt, (our Lord feſns Chriſt) = a = 
and it was 

Saints, for the ſame reaſon holds for both] who bad no knowledge of Angelos } © 
the particular affairs-of men, | | —— v 

| :0xUr6Ty 

&17] Ty Oy * Tous Z 3» Nur, meu guv x, EpmwuZiy  CUNCLELSIOD & VAL TE(477 cov THI Gr 
Tin Ow, He % on milor Aſjinoy Agitios. —= Aline x94 emu uw avaralirras Þ 
\wse "qa vw ary cmpipay 4% tac. Origen. contr. Celſum 1. 5. p. 233. Edit. 
Cantadr. | 


As this- was the DotFrine of the third Century, {o as ſoon as 14- 
vocation Of Angels to take root in /eme parts of the Church in 
the fourth Age, the Comncil of Laodicea (which was confirmed by 
the General Comncil of Chalcedon) in her 35th Canon didcom- 
mand that »o Chriftians ſhould leave the Church of God, aud:-go and 
Invocate Angels, and did anathematize any that ® ſhould be guilty of " ging iy 
this ſecret Idolatry, and did interpret it to be 4 forſaking of Chriſt, «09493 nu- 

TH T a 

Kpupuen ti Sn)ohettla 22d dfrov, Tor * AVd T Wes 3m brytg TAR + Key 1uay "InoTy Xee 
cv, "Vidy T» Ons, t, iduwnoncrets meconnauy. Can. 35. Conc. Laodicen. p. 53. in Bibliatheca 
Faris Canonici Veteris. Edit. Juſtel. 165 1» 


0 =— Nuocirca Synodias quoque gue 


I cannot but obſerve upon this Canon, that "indices? que eft P 


Theodoret interpreting the cighteenth verſe ® of Jleremalis Tees ob rk PH 
the ſecond Chapter to the Coloſſians, Which CARENTUR ANGELOS : @ in + 


ſpeaks about the »or/hipping of Angels, makes bodiernum uſque diem licet videre a- 
this Cann to forbid the praying to Angels ; and gab ryp" OY SE 
farther that «hey that were ſo fond of this 7, a4 Coloſk. c. 2. 18. p. 766 E- 
Superſtition were forced to leave the Churches dit. Lat, _—_ 608. ; 
whete- 


lookt upon as an abſurd thing to ivorate Angels {_ Or 13,1 [x | 


. 
— —— - - 


ſo” 
3? 
<«; 


_— 2; a ” 
TY 7 #- dy - ow - 
Al —y a. - coef oe ot. IT "TS. _ 


is —" 
- - 


=» coat, I _ 


ks — ine 
—_— 
a Y 


P. ” As v4, as FR 
a nh rn ago 
Ce ag us hn, S-: #8 4-4 rs - 
bs — 


—— I 
a 


_—_— LE: oa --- _—_— —_—_ Eos ho aa. 
6. So 't _ - 5 4 be N - v n 
RES Ie 2 42 LW of.” an ater 
_— - - - » I So woo - C > 4 .3- naw I. S. > <=. & 
. 6 4h + __ 4 +. Y wy ._ __ 
AZ At _ 4 —_— - FRA " Ro 7 - ow ** 2h Arars 
— ---——.T A | 
& v C po _— uf 
, "4 


2 £5 


_——_ _ 
vos $6 OI 


: 


wherein it ſeems 1vecation of Angels (much leſs of Saints) was 
»2t to be had, nor any ſuch Prattices in their Liturgies, I will con- © 
clude this Chapter and diſcourſe with St. Auſtin, who ſpeaking of 


the honour due to the Martyrs, ſays that they did not erett Temples 
to them as if they were Gods, but appointed Commemorations of them as 
dead men, whoſe Spirits are with the Lords, that they were named in 
m Nos autem their place and order, but not Invocated by the Prieſt, who ſacrificed ®. 
Mar tyribus ; \F* ; 
noſtris non Templa ſicut Diis, ſed Memorias ficut hominibus mortuis, quorum apud Deum vivunt 
Spiritus, fabricamus—, ſuo loco &y ordine NOMINANTUR, non tamen 4 Sacerdote qui ſa- 
crificat, INVOCANTUR. Aug. D. de Civ. Det. l. 22. c. 10. 


SECT @« 


'The wery ſame Arguments that I had againſt the Invocation of 
' Saints, I mult alſo uſe againſt the paying any worſhip to their Re- 
 liques : if the Saints themſelves were never admitted by God into | 
any ſhare of his Worſhip, we cannot think their bones or aſhes were : | 
= if the firſt ages of the Chxrch never robbed God of his Honour by 
dividing of it betwixt him and his Servants, we have much more 
- reaſon to believe that they would not impart it to the mortal Re- 
mains Of thiſe Servants, This we are certain of, that in al the 
accounts we have of the Hiſtory and Writers of the firſt ages of the 
Charch, when ſhe certainly was in her greateſt purity, we find n«- 
thing of their ſolicitude about ſearching for the Bodies and enſhrining 
the Reliques of Saints, not a /5llable about any worſhipping of them, 
or ſeeking to them for help, and aeliverance from aiſeaſes, or 
troubles, 
The Apoſtles and Yirgin-Church of Chriſt had undoubtedly as 
great 4 value, and as large apprehenſions of the vaſt merit of the firſt 
_ Chriſtian Mariyr St. Stephen, as any age fince can have for ay 
Martyrs, or ought to pretend to : and yet we find them onely ae- 
cently interring their Martyred Brother, no cate about getting Re- 
liqaes, or wangling his $04y to have fingers, teeth or toes to (heW 
in order to be kiſſed and proſtrated to ; ſuch fooliſh and Swperſtitions 
Actions were the iſſue of more degenerate and fanciful! rimes. 
When the bleſſed Martyr Ipnatizs had according to his intenſe 
"  defire finiſhed his courſe with Martrdm, and was delivered 2 
Prey in the Amphitheatre to the cruel Lions, who devoured all of 


him, but ſome hardeſt bones, the Brethren thea attending his hrs q 
| tyrdom 


far) 3M F- 


tydem took $0 thoſe 4 moſt valued bones, Carried them to his be- 
loved Cie, d buried them there, And not longgfer, when his 
_ Fellow-biſhop St. Pohcarp had glorified his Redeemer in the ſame 

way, and the faithfull, notwithſtanding the invererate groundleſs 
malice of the ews, had gathered up a/ the bones that the fire had 
left, th:y committed * thoſe bones, which they valued more than « 5,1, enim 
coſtly Pearls or Gold, to burial, and celebrated With 7oy and Prai- aſperimra ſan- 
ſes the Firth day (as the Church then called the day of Martyr- forum offium . 
dom) of this Saint in Memory of him, and ſuch as had in the ſame —_ in 
viftoriow fights finithed their courſes, and for an incitement and pre-"Antiochiam 


paration to all that were to combate in ſuch bloudy encounters, o__ ; 
unt, Oy in 

capſa repyta ſicut theſaurus inappreciabilis. Martyrium S. Ignat. p. 6. Edit. Uſler. 1647+ 

F 'Iter &) © Exgrormpge th "1edtticon uoueny eraoverutsy Srig exTor. (VT Polycarpum) 
© Wag Te TveN b1gu/Tfy * mes TH Nuts USRESP avertiulwer rH TWUWTIER MiSw? moruUTIMG ry th 
Sbx1uw7T pa hs  pudiov 35 cr7 amvriuga is x, aud 1. * win ws vp» iy nav 
ouvayulos ty C)anndoe & y2p9, rarefa 6 Kuews emmeriiy F Te papluets awry nutggy 
redaucy, fs + *  noanumer wiruny, t 0 ue Tov dmxuny Te 6 Enluacitr Eccle 
Smyraenſis Epiſtola de Martyrio Polycarpi, p. 28. Edt. Uſler. 


I cannot paſs here the obſerving of that in this Golden Letter of 
the Church of Smyrna, which will give us the true ſentiments and - 
innocent prattices of the then Chriſtians : the Devil and the malici- 
ous Jews by his inſtigation perſuaded the Prefe# to deny the 
Chriſtians leave to take and bury the body * of this bleſſed Saint Po- c *4.1404,5 
lycarp (after the Execationer had done that office upon this Saint Iv (viz. 
which the fire would not) /e/*they ſhould leave their Crucified Savi- _ 


hy A Kay + 
our, and fall to worſhipping of him. : 9s Poe 
Tg = OWN Ay Ti dv Xn, en un Savoy Tr T2 79 t TUCH, Wnt y QUOIW, 2 QWWT'5 7 Eomupien 
uYop, Teroy &,;E& wvre Wes Eccl. Smyrn. Epift. de Martyrio Polycarp. p.27. Edit. Uſer. 1647» 


This cheat and malice of the Devil and his Inſtruments the 
Church of Smyrna take notice of in this Epiſtle, and thew that /pite 
and ignorance together were the Cauſes of this Calumny * ſince Chriſti- © Ayvorvles 
ans never could leave the worſhip and ſervice of Chriſt who had ſuffered ma Bri pi 
all for their ſins, nor pay any worſhip or adoration to any other (perſon gs — 
(or as the O!4 Latin Tranſlation hath it, nor offer up the ſupplication 1;coiud3e 
of prayer to any other perſon) : The Son of God (ay they) we worſhip * vT4p i 

TY mures 

xbous fs a4 ol roy onTmtias maN yr —=iT4 Trnehy Tv Kept Timrey & 30, iv ove Th 
©ee, Tegrxvreuls, 76s 5 MA"TvERs as wammmnks x wpn it's Th fuels 'Azamuwiy &<tass 
ug, Euroic; drum CAnTs i 6g + idboy Bankia x Arſtiorancy. Ibidem, _ 
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and adore, but his Martyrs we juftly Irve, as being not onely his Diſ- 


ciples, but Imitatgers of his Sufferings, we love them for that very great 


.good-will which they have ſhewed to their ag end Maſter. 
; r 


] have often wondred how they of the Church of Rome who 
reade this Epiſtle either dare praftiſe the Worſhipping of Saints or 
Reliques, Or can pretend to ſay that Antiquity did dee. the ſame, ] 


am ſure this Apoſtolick, Church of Smyrna was fo far from it, that 


they make it the ſpite and malice of the Infernal Fiend, and the De- 
viliſh Jews to ſay they would, and I am as ſure that it is /rtle leſs 

to ſay they did worſhip Saints Or Reliques. N 
But to return to the Grave of that glorions Martyr, we find hi 
bones committed to the Earth ;, after which it was the Care and 
Prattice of the Church to diſpoſe thus of the Bodies of their Marty- 
red Brethren, and 1o very carefull the Chxrch was in the firſt Ages 
in hes point, that the Clergy. of the Church of 


v Et quod maximum eft, corpora Rome " in their letter to the Clergy at Carthage, 
Martyrum aut ceterorum fi non ſe- among 4 great deal of goo d advice about Dis. 


- 99g Lt gh ater poegpaner pline, and other things, {peak of this, as a thing 
Cleri Rom. ad Cler. Carth, Ep. 8. of greateſt Concern, that the Bodies of their Mar- 


inter Cypriani- Ep. p. 18. Edit. tyrs ſhonld be carefulh buried by thoſe who had the 


Oxon, 


* Nub. Teſt. 


Þ-95-N.Alex. 


Þ. 23Ts 


charge of that . buſineſ5, and make it a dangerous 
fanlt in theſe perſons to neglett their aunty herein, 
After this account of the Prattice of the firſt Ages of the Church 


about their care of the dead Martyrs and Brethren, Let us now 


ſee whether our Compiler can ſhew us the Pra#ice of the Church 
to be contrary to what we have here ſer down, and whether he 
can ſhew that the Primitive Chxrch did uſe thoſe As of Worſhip, 
thoſe Proſtrations and Kiſſings, thoſe Proceſſions and Reſorts tO them 
for C#res and A/ifence in Diſtreſſes, (which are now the ordinary + 
ſtated Praftices in the Church of Rome) during the three firſt Cen- 
taries, Which He knows we always inf/# upon, ind demand as the 
ſureſt Witneſſes of the Do#rines and Prafices of the Apoſtles and 
the Charch from the beginning. 

Our Compiler is not able ro produce even ove Inſtance of any Re- 
liques of Saints treaſured up in order to care Maladies, ,or be pro- 
ſtrated unto : but that he may not appear quite deſtitute of a 7e- 
ftimony from thoſe pureſt Ages of the Church, he brings us in the 
old Chair of St, ame: Biſhop of ernſalem ;, but how comes this to 
be the Religne of that Saint, were St. James and his Chair * ſo near 
a-kin as to be borh- of a prece ? the world is very low with m 

peopie, 


I er ein — 
——_—— 


(49) 
beople;, when they are forc'd to bring in o/d Chairs inſtead of the 
Saints Bodies, Or any parts Of them ; but- let it paſt for a /ort of a 
Relique, does #t —_—_— Exſebius ( out' of whom the quotation 

r 


is brought) that hriſtians then worſhipped it, carried it about 
in /olewm Proceſſions,or that it was reſorted to for Cures, or that it did 
any groat Cures * This our Cowpiler ſhould have (hewn, and with- 
out 5r, I muſt tell him chat che is worſe than 1rifling, becauſe we 
are now about the Defence of : the preſent Prattices of the Church 
of Rome , by ſhewing that the Primitive Church prattsſed the (ame. 


Bur F. Alexandre told him ; and he doth tell #s , that the Faith- 


full of the Church of Jeruſalem did /hew great Reverence to this Chair : 
tis true, Yaleſinus his Tra»ſlation ( which Father Alexandre follows 
here , though Chriſftopherſon is his man at other times ) ſays this; 
but the Miſchief is, Ex/ebizes himſelf does not ; what Ex/ebirs {ays 
is, that the faithfull at Jeruſalem were wont, and 


to that day aid ſhew to all Comers the * Chair it po", Toy —_— Ho 
ſelf which $t. James ſate Biſhop in: which , I "7g Mr 
chink , is pretty different from Valeſmu his tran/* eb git vive dal. 


lation about ſhewing great reverence to the Chair eb. Hiſt. Eccl. 1, 9. c. 19; 


it ſelf; as to the Honour they then payed to _ 

the Memorier of the Saints. themſelves , it was but what was highly 
j#f, and that wherein they are imitated by ws, as well as any other 
Chriſtians, '4 1 | 


His next Teſtimony from St. Cyril 3 of Jeruſalem'is fo far from » nub. Teft. 
being for them, that; I think, it may and ought to riſe up as a ?- "5 


Witneſs againſt them for when God had given ſuch a virtze to the 
bones of Eliſha , as tO raiſe a dead man ; and when” that Afrracle 
was wrought by God's! permiſſion,” can our Compiler ſhew, 'Or dare 
any of his Church pretend to doe it , that rhe Few;ſh\Church did 
thereupon take up and enſhrine. the Prophets bones, that they appoin- 
ted Proceſſions t0 - them, or did command the- Worſhip of proſtration 
or tet Doty wr to-them, -or that-chey uſed to frequent his Ae 
This chez ought to-reflect and- to conſider how far the 
Scriptures are from mentioning, Or the Jewiſh Church from-prattifing 
any religions and: ſuperſtitions addreſſes to thoſe bones, ' notwithſtan- 

* ding fo extraordinary: a. Miracle effected by them. How | 
+ - hadic been for the : Chriftian,Church' if Chriſtians had: kept with: 
in the:/ame boundr', and not'given ſuch a helping hund'to mo 
fitions and 1aolatries 'of — by their fronting out and' - - 
ching 
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at oe places SE: t Hnont 20. tj to work 

Afrrachs, W tO thoſe R 

beriur hor did ip them po vow do inthe Church rs ak 


* Nos autem iS what themſelves {0 often deny; St. Hierome * in particular, who 
non dico _ contended fo earneſtly for then: \with Yigilintime. 


guias, ſed nd Solem quidem—n1m Angelos , rlon Archangelas—cdlimus ( ador arm. D. Hieron, 
«dv. Vigilant. a4 Riparium. 


Had the Church'of Rome ſtayed here, and not proceeded (0 
much farther in theſe rhings, I | ago 42 wo hoods henadns- 
ken Communion with them upon ſuch an account ; and: therefore I 
need not examine by retail his Tefimenies from the latter end of 
the fourth and fifth Centwries, the defign of which the &iaſelf:makes 
Onely to-- prove that the ' Fathers \kept the Reliques of Sarits with 
Reſpett and Veneration , and belirued that God ofren wrought Mr atte; 
by them : which we do grant the Fathers of thoſe latcer ages 
did , add might doe-it too, \as Jong as rhey kept) (as chey fad of 
themſelves that - chey a/ways da): fromp om poi Religions \#orſtip 1100 
- them: but we ſay withall, that Chriſtians Of thoſe Ages 
did about theſe things does-no ways defend om 'Extravagen- 
cies of the Churth of \Rewe ;; the-exvefſes wherein: about Re ligues 
ore connm0-thit twnidker dvight as tomake thotarud rac 
their own Charth aſhamed of 

As to the. db corp part" ISS 1whith-inquires 

not after, nor is ſolicitous-afwit the Refiqnes nf Contr, fone pac 
- ſaid in her Defence , that ſho\finds'vo Prafiverot Glimmurndabout 
9 ſwth ſearching after tlie boner of! he'Drah in' wan pert of | Serip- 
tre Of either Teſtament, but that um 7 0" nr arte oye | 


mit thew tO their Sepnlthres in hopes of a 
nova 6h on 6 ver» ere ft a 


thac ſhe is more:carefall coimi- 
ey 8 om | prattiſed in the Scripenrerrhemſelves, 
—_ to imitate what the fourth ty of the Charch began ger 
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(51) 
when the Church of "Chriſt was near four bandred Jars old The 
Holy Sewiptures themſelves are the Rule of her Faith, and for av 
ya megan pln goods amy be 
_—— among w »othing of any 
ſearching for Reliques , Or any Mhracles done by them in if 
wrt gofen --P learn hyarkes 
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CHAP. V. 
Concerning Prayers for the Dead. 
SECT, IL 
'E »e: nder debate that Compiler 
T — er Prayers far the Dead Aerins (he ys) 


condemmed Praying for the Dead, and that the Fathers prattiſed it, and 
owned it as advantageous to the Sonls departed : Phe word of which 


we freely grant, how then is chi 2 Conrroverſie berwixt «s at 
{efht wder debate ? po edema iy ſo often tolc 
and ſhewn the aſt difference betwixt the Pr wind af ogen 
mitive Church , and theſe by the pre Jer Jag {herds RT 
not but wonder that they are not aft ng the Pray- 
o'- of the Ancients, making them "He pn oY their Belief 
of a Purgatory. 


We ways grant that Antiquity praQtiſed Praying for 1 the Deaa, 
-< _—_ _ nr: kad from F. Alexandre's 

rty fir erration * are up.to _” 
70 , fince rhey are brought in here ro , > Nt: Alex Difrtatio guadra- | 
moves whats oo any eated VAR SOS 0 nts 
is a real Controverſie betwixt #s (if our C: 
piler durſt * _ m en 1 out as bis Maſter Lo Abad doth, who 
| urges al the Teſtimonies ® our Compiler ſers " F 
down for the Prof of Purgerory it ſelf ) 15, eau antes wftmun=— * ty Pre 
, wherherthere is Ach « plare gOy: an 


whether 


(52) C0 

ces Eccleſie ipſis illo in ſtatu prodeſ- whether conſequently we ought to; uſe: Prajers 

ſ, % mag Co more>, for the Souls.in it , Or Can-belp them Out, thence 

thorities which our Compiler b by the ſaying of Maſſes kere : and\ this that 

rows, Þ. 392» :bhich we. demand of them to prove, that ei- 

TT A ther the Scriptures taught , Or [the Primitive 
Churth believed that there is a third fate or place called Purgats- 

ny, wherein the ſouls of thoſe who died in_ the favour of - God were, { in 

order to the ſatisfying the 7uſtice of God. for the temporal puniſhments 
due to thoſe ſins , the eternal Puniſhment whereof God had already re- 
' mitted before death ) to endure fiery torments equal to thoſe in Hell, 
till they had fully ſatufied God's fuſtice, or their Friends had obtained .a 
releaſe of part of thoſe torments for them , and got 1hem releaſed thence 
into the place and ſtate of juſtified Souls, and we demand farther of 
them to ſhew , that the ord of Ged ( ſuppoſing that it did reach, 
and Antiquity believe a Purgatory ) did injoin Or commend the Prayers 
of the Living for the Sexls of their deceaſed Friends in Purgatory, Or 
that it did a» where declare that /ach Prayers would be advantage- 
exs to the Souls in Purgatory, and could releaſe them thence ;, and 
we demand of them /aſtl to ſhew , that Antiquity for the firft three 
hanared, nay five hunared years, did ever uſe Prayers for the Releaſe 
of *; Souls _ deceaſed Friends out of this Purgatory. + 
his is the trae ſtate. of the Comtroverfie betwixt ws we deny 
that the ord of God doth teach any ſuch thing as a Remiſh Purga- 
tory, Or that Antiquity believed any ſuch place, we deny that either 
the Scriptures did enjoin or commend , or that Antiquity did «ſe 
Prayers to deliver the Souls of their deceaſed Friends out of the 

flames of Purgatory : as for the miſtaken paſſage in the Maccabees , 

: Which is 6 againſt their Tenets, they know we do not own it 
for Scripture, 

' They of the Compiler's Church do affirm the contrary, and there- 
fore why did not he go regularly to work to diſprove «s ? wi 
did not he bring us the paſſages of the Primitive Fathers whi 

| ſhew they believed Purgatory, and the Prayers which were ſed 
then for the releaſe of thoſe miſerable ſenls out of the fiery torments 
of Purgatory, if there were /uch « belief of Purgatory and ſuch 
Prayers uſed, as are »ow in the Church of Rome, during the 
three or five hundred years ? But this is.that which they are never 
able to de; and therefore, inſtead of keeping cloſe to the poi 
under debate, and proving either a Pwrgatory or Prayers uſe 
the Primitive Church for releaſe of Souls 11 Purgatory, they jo 

| ebate, 


Debate, let fall the 2xeſftio, and fall 2 proving of that which no _ __ .. 
body denies, that the Fathers in the fr} ages uſed Oblations and ©... 
Prayers for the Dead; never conſidering inthe mean, time that . 14, opt 
thoſe Prayers ant? Oblations were uſed by the Ancients for the very bt 
beſt of men, for-rheir Martyrs and Saints, for. the Virgin Mary ber- S284 
ſelf, that they were put up for thoſe whont2hey believed to be in a 

ſtate of Light,and 7oy,and Comfort; than. which what can be farther 

either from the” De&rine or the Prattice, of _the. preſent Church of © © © 
Rome ? We do confeſs withall, that :heſe Prayers were offered up. +; 
alſo for parden of ſins ; but neither will this reach the caſe of 

the Charch of Rome , {ince theſe prayers for pardon of. ſins were 

generally for thoſe who .were in a fate of Re/? and Comfart, and 

there is not a word in them. for ueliverance from pains. 2nd; tormeut.s 


_ 


uncergon in Purgatory, Bot : 
REM. 7 


Thus in the Teſtimonies themſelves which F. Alexandre, and af 
ter him his inpcs ſome the Compiler, . have heaped up under 
this head, the firſt of them © from (the pretended ) Diony/ie , * Nub. Toft. 
makes the" Biſhop offer Prayers over the dead for pardon of fins of hu- Þ- 85: 
mane infirmity , and that he may be placed in the Region of Light : but Dion 7 _ 
if owr Compiler had, read the whole Chapter he from F. Alexandre jn par. 4 : 
Jour , he might have ſeen the Services and this Prayer was put Sec.q. p.392- 
Or one, Who was a; Holy Servant of God , who was by death at n 
end of all Combats , and was already in joy and ſettled hopes 4 wai- * Auns & 
ting for 4 bleſſed Re(urreftion : not a word of which is conſiſtent *. &. " 


with being in the flames and torments of the fire of Purgato- ,4.& 3 - 
ry , or could be ſaid of one who was now a purging in them, «wr «26 
ray,' up 
ous iv23s marie”), x; ou #1009 my ens Þ ity ermplaiyer © iveas mahiyaryecicy * 
of 5 5% NG. 2. Avenpecke Tz, bs vis bs, ulengeirvor aggs T2. vexnebegy cunlaias 
*g8140uÞPoy TiAG. Dionyl. de Eccleſ. Hierarch. 7. 7. pe 407+ Edit. Antuerp. 1634- 


And fo the next from Tertwlian appears not to be different, | 
eſpecially ſince a/ are agreed that Marrs themſelves were herein : rs Feft. 
commemorated © ; and for the Refreſhment prayed for in the ſecond Nat. Alex. 


quotatioft, it did relate to that ſtate of Sequeſter , wherein Tertullian p. 354- 


thought the Sowls of the moſt holy were deteined till the day of Fudg- * Nub. Teft. 
ment, and mot at all to any Purgatory, The next from St, Cyprian * þ | 


relates onely to the /ame that Diom/me's did, The following Tefti- j, 354, 355. 
| monies | 


2 Nab. T8, Soier fron Arnobine ind St. 451 ® prove onely what harh beeh 
þ. 85: f. bicbets fridied that 14vy then grazed for the 4drad, but fay nor a 
Nat. Alex. word of delivering thith from Purgatory. 

_ Þ- 395, 395 But though cheſe Teſtimonies hicherto promiſed but little ſervice, 

b Nub, Teft. the next that follows from Gregory Nyſſen*® ſeems to make amends 

- We ; for them, whenir ſpeaks of the dead making ſatsfattion in the fur- 

=” aA of the purging fire in orter to their being received into bbſ7, 

þ 356. or OY ea lignop of x 
Our Compiler ever ſeen, or bis Guide himſelf had what 2Mom- 

_ T Dallzus de 4 Daite i hath colleed about this 2% Exprrgatorins of Gregory 

Penis & Sa-" 17fſzn, they would both of them have been aſhamed of urging thi 

. tiefationibus, wo , FI: 

& 7. 1.4. | for a Proof of Purgatory, ſince it is too evident from thſ? paſſages 
which Dal hath colleted, to which it were eafie to add mwre, 
that either Gregory Nyſſen was fallen into rhat deftrutive Erronr of 
Origen that all men ſhould be purged by fire , and finally ſaved, or that 
the Hereticks, who held that abominable opinion, have foiſted theſe 
chings into his books, which is charitable Opinion, however not {0 
very probable, ſince this deſtrafttive Errour runs through a great 
part of his works : if any one {cruple this, 1 deſire ha to peruſe 
char Chapter in Da/t# , or if ke would not be at fo much pains, to 


peruſe but tre paſſage which Dale hath omirted to pur down, 


and that is the ed of his Dialopne, de Aninna & Reſurreftiove, where 
he will find him concladinig of the moſt wicked perſons, whiſe vices had 
wholly overrin their Sinls , that however upon their being caved and 
purged in thoſe purging fires, they ſhould attain to incorruption and life 
dra and Glory, &t. but too much-of this wicked Errony, 
That I may 'not however leave tha Father lying under the 
Guilt of reaching the Remiſh Purgatory as Bellarmine, from him Fi- 
ther Alex 4udre 2nd our Compiler, will have him, as well as of rea- 
ching that of 2 final Purgation which is certainh in his works , I de- 
fire our Compiler, by himſelf or Friends, to peruſe that Oration of 
Greg. Nyſſen, de Mortais, which he quotes: there they will find 
that Father (hewing-the Unreaſonablene/7 'of fenring death, Or lamen- 
, ting the death of their friends from this reaſon eſpecially, becauſe they 
» Ti nfo ©7e 4 Teft, and freed from all trouble , fear und danger. What evil is 
Rr ax 3hue there (ſays this Father ©) 'in the thing it ſelf, rhat we ſhould be ſo tron- 
mv & a bled at the death of our Friends ? it it a fit canſe for grief , that thy 
T7 P : 
Wo ant Ine F cmniIley ang yy ales; # 48) Ter i; dra Avangoriywn®, tiraghs # 
« 2297 71 0} dariyo yy Aurer Ploy avitis # para $2005 Hive '', 6g Te Anger orgy Teyoie”, s 7m 
&s NSorw treats, % to Is py Syaipala , br, Sar ar 1avdyhiay Xx; UNXMEAG 
may ovu;iegs, Uyc. Greg. Nyiſen. Oratie de Mortnis, T. 2. Þ. 1054. Exit. Parlf! IGT$- 
are 
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fame of Dead had-aot. Onely 3ca/or\t0 fear Fire, bus &i really _ 
fall it -in order tO their e#piating the tervporal —_ of theiy 


""The mar Ambroſio S,.96! abou HP | 
rag the fo ended. camaat relate io Fergaoy, Ince the Father p. 89. 4 
X by nat. refer this ooh es confers ter- 204 ty tO 2 fate after Nat Alex { 
= ubulfe, but ſpeaks of a8: as an 9 conlague gt tO Confeſſion of fins, **' 397+ | b 
: wh Confeſſion. is not thopght to. be as emp in the grave, * 

ty End mea —_— and which .is. more, the £- 1 
was Fire , the: Hoy Spirit of .God, ' / © © 4+, 
4 _—_——_ Father allegorizes-): bath; made fon Ab pn 
F mw rp ny doth fevanr it , 44 Fire doth guy. Fubble, and be 0  B 
: explains Jurwfelf Jo in this /awe Comment ©, when, be-makes the. pur. *—"Emey | i 
Ling fire tolþe that ſame fire wherewich-Cleophas and bis brother-aiſ- "7, ? "if 
ciple 5 hearts were inflamed, while they talked in the ": with our Sa- ; yr __ = ER} 
VIOKY. 7 2weloy 1g" þ 


A ; 'F 
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St... Gregory Natianzen's Ti eden ited , * Nb. Teft 
Put ny: _— * falls i in with that t- hg Alexa 
om-Gregory Nyſſon:about f e , 
- Fire, becauſebe applies that. /aft Bupti/-s by | Fire 20 ra ſve 397: bo 
-Hereticks,-Þ0 -are\ Dot by our:Compiler's:friesds to call 
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war's belief , but a gueſs or doubt : and therefore; I think ; onr 
Compiler iS at his old game, when he ſo enſnearingly and (lily tranſ- 
lares this paſar , in the next life they may come to be b 
which is far from diſcovering to an «nwary Engli 


dexbt of St. Gregory's of the thing 5 whereas He himſelf ſays tink, . 0 


that there PERH APS they will be baptized with fire, the laft, 
moſt painful and enduring Baptiſm, which doth [ or will devour the 
groſs matter as bay, and conſume the lighteſt and moſt frail fins. 

Enſebius is next produced ® to tell us of the Prazers put up for 
the Sou! of the Emperour Conſtantine the Great , but can our Com- 
' filer Or any friend of his ſhevy either that Exſebins ſaid, or did be- 
lieve that Conſtantine was then in Purgatory , or that thoſe Prayers 
were put up to deliver him from thence? He was fo far from be- 
_--  lieving char Emperonr's ſoul 'in ſuch a miſerable tormented condition , 
”-Euſeb. de that-in this very ® Chapter: he ſpeaks of the tabernacle of bis 9 
Vita Conſt. 4,99 Soul : and the people were fo far from putting up prayers for 
4+ © IT that purpoſe , Or believing his- Soul to be in ſach a miſerable ſtate, 
4 Euſeb. de that they had Medals i honour of his-Memory 4, on the one fide of 
Vita Conſt. which 'was-a repreſentation of a hand from heaven lifting: him up thither, 

f: 4 6.73 . whereby rhe) certainly b:keved that his bleſſed Sonl vr25 in' Heaven, 
Nub. Teftium, | Epiphanins his Teſtimony is tO 10 purpoſe , fince 5r onely: ſhews in 
3. RM general that prayers were uſed for the dead, does not'prove'in parti- 
3 398. clear that theſe prajers were to reſcue Souls out of the flames of 

+ 01 Purgatory. | 
SE CT.UL 


r Nubes Toft, We have next three or four large paſſages from St. Chryſoſtome , 
[+ 82, 1 a the firſt reſtimony from whom * doth prove not onely that they prajed 
> 38, 399. Jo” the ?uft, bur forthe wicked alſo : however there is xoehing here 
' ** . to determine that chey then believed a Purgatory, or that the help 

'+_ *, they intended heir deceaſed friends by their prayers was' a deliverance 
 fromithe zowents of it 3 there is that in this ſame Homily: which is 

evidence enough againſt ir, where St. Chryſoſtome ; ſpeaking of che 

7 $. Chryſ Hucbandman's rejoicing when his corn is diſſolved in rhe earth", becauſe + 
Hom. 41. in #* 15 afſred it will then grow up, the burial of the righte- 
1. Epiſt. ad -\0us tO ſuch 4 ſawing in the earth , and would have Chriſtians irejaite 
Corinth. in . when the faithful pus aff their earthly honſe2;\ und ure this, "as it mere, 
7. i #-T: fanpim the earth, 10 graw'up int mmartaty*: after hich (3f 13Þ 
Dies © ptchend-him righr, as I am pretty cerrain 1 do) he comers es 


| (57) 3 

being ſown (to keep to his Metaphor) in the grave to the other 
fowing, by which we are brought into the world, and ſhews the migh- 
ty advantage of the firſt above the other 5, that to - ON = - 
our being ſonn © or born into the world ſucceed 3 Ma” = pf ns emegy] or 
death and labours, perils and cares, whereas, if jo - - roo” nap þ 
we have lived well, Crowns and Rewards do imme- Gpvg; Pg ciparel x BoaCiia* 
arately ſucceed our being ſown in the grave ;, that » * Z pes » dwal@, #5 
corruption and death are the conſequents of our be- 0595716 ne _ Y 78 (i= 
ing born into the world, whereas Incorruption and ©* _ "TY 
Immortality, and ten thouſand other happineſſes (among which I hope 
0 vorg will reckon P«rgatory) are the attendants of the death of the 
righteous. 

The /ccond Teftimeny doth endeavour to ſhew that the faithfull 
do receive benefit by the Prayers put up for them * ;, but how does our ” Nub. Teft. 
Compiler, Or any of his Party (hew that this benefit was the delive- Þ-99-N.Alex. 
rance Of thoſe faithfull from the flames of Purgatory ? Had either Þ 399% 
our Compiler, or his Guide himſelf but given themſelves the trouble 
to peruſe this Homily, which 6 both quote, they could not have 
avoided the r#:ding that, which utterly ruins am ſuch gronndleſs 
thing ; there they would have found this holy Father diſſuading the 
Chriſtians from a bewailing the Dead in General, and how he reaſons 
axainſt it : he allows them to bewail the wicked not onely when dead, 
but while alive, becauſe they live in a continual Rebellion againſt God, 
and are ſhut out from his Kingdom, but for the juſt, he would have 
Chriſtians to rejoyce not onely white alive, but when they are dead * be- © Md mivuy 
cauſe they are bleſſed as ſoon as tranſlated hence, becauſe they are gone —_— _ 
TOCHRIST, and are always with their heavenly King, but much Y3uku 5" 
more after their deceaſe, when they no longer by Faith or at a diſtance das, und 
ſee him, but enjoy him face to fate, GC. | — 
aT)\Gs, de T1 mw T9 dpaprunis us SaIrioxey ms wbvor, die x} Fes xal- 
pou 5 6H mois ugios, wi G90 whroy, anne t 7: rh miubory * inviver = WB uy Cores Tal 
vixenr, ew 4 x Smyay'y 755 Cov, enviver arab 9d ors Eattzol mhny 6imy, Emed\ 24G 


TeIORprumm, £171 4) $46 Wearagay TH, Wargetc!, 3m meds + Keigor dmnnMnvy* of dpwgmuholy 
» 


GT% ay G0, mp Tu Bankias adi, I Tir dz: xvor dE. of 5 dingaot, dvrs *rmah 32, dv- 
Tr ix, wT th Banking tigl, Oe. D. Chryſ. Hom. 3. in Ep. ad Philip. in T. 5. in Nov. Teſt, 
Þ. 31. Edit. Duczi. 


I appeal to any mas of ſenſe, whether there is a word that tends 
towards the teaching a Purgatory here, I appeal to all men, to or 
| Compiler himſelf, whether any man could expreſs his Mind more 

directly againſt a Purgatory than this «on in this place, when - 
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tells us that the righteors, when they die, are bappy, go to Chriſt, 
and are ever with their heavenly King, whom they enjoy by faith 1n- 
deed here, but as ſoon as they are tranſlated hence, ſee him face to 
face, | 
* Nubes Tet, The next large paſſage from the ſame Father * does but prove 
p 91292 the ſame, Out of which our Compiler hath cunningly left out what 
- p by pany relates tO the ol lations being offered for the Martyrs themſelves : and 
2” here again I muſt tell our Compiler, that hx Guide either never 
read this Homily he quotes, or atts very dilingenuoufly in bringing 
St. Chryſoſtome's words tO prove a Purgatory ;, againſt which he is as 
exprels as words can make him, when he ſhew's that © lament the 
? Ejr% Ns acath of the righteous is as ridiculous as if we ſhould bemoan Y one in- 
tary 6 $20 ited to 4 Kingdom, and tells them, how the Angels at the death of the 
Spar 11 tthfull are ſent from Heaven to call their fellow-ſervant, and to bring 
_—_ -® him to Chriſt's keavenly Kingdom, and he concludes that the faithfull 
ya xahay 6s ts not to be lamented, ſince hus Soul, leaving this earthly tabernacle, ha- 
Te Bagiaeir, tens ſtraight unto the Lord. 
xAaiery fd ns 
x, Semeiv © £1 eAu mALHOMY AE Leg av amtmbublict ran ade nxovIes Tag awry To WT 
Ts Bamnics F guidhoy xarimu F ave —— dare 14s TV% onits apiice mers w (ogy 
ae5s 3 bavns kan Narmar, yc. D. Chryl. Hom, 21. in Afa Ap. p. 201. in T. 3. in 
N. T. Edit. Fr. Duc. 


I will obſerve here that as ſome of the Fathers, St. Chryſoftame 
among the reſt, did believe that their prayers were available to the 
* D. Chryſl. righteous by gaining for them ſome acceſſion of glory *, {0 they were of 
- y_ oh opinion that they would procure ſome alleviation of torments, ſame ſmall 
lid p32. 4/ifeence for the wicked, and therefore did pradtiſe and adviſe the 
offering up of them for thoſe eternally miſerable Souls : He that will 
peruſe St. Chry/oſtome's third Homily upon the Epiſtle to the Philip- 
pians, Will ſee this very evident, and may alfo ſee there, notwith- 
ſtanding this, how far that Father was from believing /ach a ſtate or 
place aS Purgatory. 
* Nub. Teft. T1 need not infiſt on hb» aft Teſtimony from this * Father, which 
p-92-N.Alex. Joe not reach /o far as the other three towards our Compilers 
P: 492 4®L- purpoſe, ſince it onely adviſes the oblation of Alms for the increaſe of 
happineſs to his Sons Soul, but T would not omit giving our Compiler 
a little farther advice here, thgt he would look over this Homily, 
and then he will leave this paſſage out of his next book for Purgatory, 
as well as he has left the Yiſjon of Perpetua out of this : in this He- 
mily he may ſee how St. Chry/oftome urges his old reaſon for their not | 
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(59) 
bewailing the death of the righteow, becauſe as ſoon a4 they ave depar- 
ted, they have clean eſcaped all dangers, and do with ſafety poſſeſs an 
everlaſting happineſs. | 

In one word, whoſoever will look into St. Chry/oſtome himſelf 
may very evidently ſee how he divides the dead into two conditions 
onely ;, the righteous which die in the favorr of God, go, according 
to him, immediately unto their Lord, are immediately x, ed of Crowns 
and eternal Reſt, and a campleat ſecurity from any thing of pain, danger 
or trouble : the wicked wn | ſuch as die in fin he places among the 
damned, for whom, though he did hope and believe that, by the Alms 
and Prayers of their Friends, they might have ſome ſmall relief, ſome 
little abatement of torments, yet he doth teach that their {ndgment 1s 


irreverſible apon this invincible reaſon f becasſe 
there is no hope for them who depart loaded with the 
gmilt of ſins, that they can get rid of the puilt of 


thoſe ſins, after they are gone off the ſtage of this 


world : while they were on earth, God might wait, 
and expett that they would repent and become bet- 
ter , but when they are once *gone off hence *s 41w 
unto the place of the damned, Or ftate of the dead, 
there is no hopes of gaining by repentance any releaſe, 
ſince in this place or ſtate there is no confeſſion of 
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fins to God, for which St. Chryſoſtome quotes the 

ſixth verſe of the ſixth Pſalm according to the Seventy. It were 
ealte to bring a hundred places out of that Father, that ſpeak the 
ſame thing, but 1 have already gathered more than enough to (hew 
that St. Chry/oſtom's Dofrine is utterly inconſiſtent with the Rimiſh 
Purgatory, ; 


S&T. IV. 


I will now paſs on to the re/? of our Compiler s Teſtimonies, the 
firſt of which from Theodoret ® brings us ao news, nor proves any * Nub, Teft. 
_ for him : nor the next to i from St. Ambroſe ® though it p. 52. 
makes a great ſhew : it is granced that St. Ambroſe in this ( aunj- N- Alex: 

: þ. got. 
verſary) funeral Oration ſpoken fo long after Theodoſins his death, '. N14 Toft, 
doth fall to praying for Reſt for Theodrſius, that his Soul may aſcend to p. 92, 53 
Heaven whence it came, and there be out of the power of deaths, and N. Alex. 
is {0 paſſionately earneft upon it, that he would net leave him, till by ** 49%» 
his Tears and Prayers he had brow2ht him unto the Mountain of the 
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Lord, where He might enjoy Liſe for evermore. But does alt this 
prove that St. Ambroſe did believe that the Emperonr's Soul was in 
Purgatory, or that Theodoſins was in a miſerable condition, for whom 
he ſeems to be fo earneſt with hz Prayers and Tears ? - He that will 


- affirm ch muſt be as much a ſtranger to St. Ambroſe as our brick 
Compiler is : T will confine my ſelf to this very Oration, which had 
Natali Alexandre himſelf ever read, he would not have broughr 
this paſſage in for a Proof of Purgatory, (ince it does {o often appear 
(in every_page but eve I dare avouch it) that St. Ambroſe did 
look upon Theodoſins as already in glory, and enjoying perfett hap- 
pineſs, 
« Er ile qui- Thus Within zen nes of the beginning of th: Oration he ſays © 
dem abit ſibi that Theodeſius was now gone into his heavenly Kingdom, being admitted 
b for his Piety unto theſe Manſions in heaven, which Chriſt ſaid he 
prſuit, ſed would go to his Father to prepare, into the heavenly Hieruſalem 
mutauit, in where he is now placed, 8c. and a little farther he brings in the Soul 
tabernacula of this great Emperonr repleniſhed * with the Holy Ghoſt, mounting up 
Chrifti jure j»to Heaven, and telling the Angels and Archangels (who were aCcor- 
pretatrs aſct- di G N . + of thi N d h fi "7" 
tus, in illam G08 10 dt. Am roſe ignorant of things below, and theretore did in- 
Hieruſalem quire of him) that the love of God had been his employment here on 
| fupernam, ubi earth : and after this falling upon the mention of the Reſt of Sab- 
BEONC PO- bath for the People of God, St. Ambriſe © tells bis Auditowrs, that 
cit, ficut au. Theodeſins being now wholly rid of worldly cares aces rejoyce that He is 
divimus, &yc. taken from them, and empluys his Soul onely upon the thoughts of the 
$ Ambr. eternal Reſt for bleſſed Souls : and again he * tells them, that Theods- 
arr; de Obie. fue being freed from uncertain fighty did THEN E NOT pere- 
T. 3. þ. 53. 7441 Light, and a never-ceaſing Tranquillity, and that he did enjoy and 
Edit. Eraſm. rejoyce in the Communion and Company of the Saints in Glory, 
1538. ; 

«* Ergo decedens & terris Pia Anima, (y Sanfo repleta Spiritu, quaſi interrogantibus tis, qui 
fib; occurrerent cam ſeſe ad ſublimia (y ſuperna ſubrigeret, dicebat, Dilexi : ——interrogabant An- 
geli wel Archangeli quid egifti in terris ? (C Occultorum enim SOLUS Cognitor Deus) dicebat, 
Dilexi. Idem Ibidem. p. 56. | 

* Feriatus his ſeculi curis Theodofius ſe ereptum gaudet, Cy elevat animam ſuam, atque ad 
illam perpetuam dirigit Requiem. Idem Ibidem. p. 58. | 

* Abſolutus igitur dubio certamine fruitur NUNC Auguſte Memoria Theodofius Luce Perpetua, 
Tranquillitate Diuturna, CF pro its, que in Corpore geſſit, munerationis divine Fruftibus gratula- 
tur : &rgo quia dilexit=—Dominum Deum ſunm, meruit Sanftorum Conſortia. Idem Ibidem. p. 59. 


I could add more, were not this more than enough to let the 
world ſee the intolerable diſingenuity of our Compiler, and his Gwide 
F. Alexandre, who will needs have St. Ambro/e to be _ £998 
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Theodofſius his Soul ont of Purgatory, whereas it is 4s _ as any 
r 


thing can be expreſſed, that: St, Ambroſe did believe 


at from the 


very moment of his death that Great Emperonr was with God in Bliſs 


and perfett Tranquiliity. 


The next Teſtimony from this Father 8 is to As little purpoſe, and * Nub. Teft, 
had F. Alexandre himſelf (for as to our Compiler, he honeſt Soul £93: NeAlex. 


with an hwmble piece of implicitneſs ſets down juſt what his Maſter 


Þ- 402. 


had) bur ſer down allo rhe line which is immediately before, and 
connected to, this Teftimoxy, he might have ſaved me the trouble 
of auſwering here ; St. Ambroſe having told Fanſtinus that we onght 
not to be ſo much concerned for the Accidents of this World, put down 
for an example the Caſualties of ſeveral famous Cities near them then in 
duſt, and never like to return to their ancient ſplendour ;, and then be- 


gins tO compare theſe with-the loſs of his Siſter, 
who as the Father urges *, is but taken from us 
for a while, and doth there enjoy a mnch happier 
life, ſo that (here our Compiler's Teftimony Comes 
in) he ought not ſo much to bewail her as to follow 
her with his Prayers. If ſhe did enjoy a much 
happier life, I am ſure ſhe was not then in the 


flames of Purgatory. 


h nec autem ad tempus qui- 
dem erepta nobts ry 
ILLIC VITAM exigat, ita» 
gue non tam deplorandam quam pro- 
ſequendam Orationibus reor. D. Am- 
brof. ad Fauſtinum. Ep. 8. L 2. 
Edit. Eraſm. 1538. . 


In the next Teſtimony i St. Hierome commends Pammachius for ' Nub. Teſt. 
his great Charity, and for his deſigns of building a publick Hoſpital, Þ-93-N.Alex. 


and thereby cheriſhing as it were with odours the Soul of Paulina his * 


» 402» 


deparved Wife ; St. Hierome however was far from thinking her Sou! 


in Purgatory flames, when j»/t before he ends the 
as then enjoying a ſweet ſleep, or bleſſed Reſt. » 


of her 


Epiſtle, he ſpeaks | 


=— Ma cum 


DULCI SOMNO fruitur. D. Hieron. Ep. 26, ad Pammach. T. 1. fol. 76. Edit. 


Eraſm. 1524. 


What St. Auſtin * did in relation to his Mother Monica is far 
from proving that he did believe her in a»y Purgatory; in the 


i Nabes Teft. 
4 94, 9%. © 


very heat of his praying to God for her, that He wowld nor enter into p. 402, 403» 


7ndgment with her, he owns ® his belief that 
God bad ALREADY DONE for Her 
ALL that He did pray for ; and excuſes this 
his Pra#ice with a Requeſt that God would ap- 
prove of the Free-will Offerings of his Lips. I can- 
not but admire the fool;/ne/3 of applying the 
Next quotation (out 0 the twelfth Chapter of the 


m Ne intres cun ea in Ict- - 
um. Superexultet —_— 


dicium—,. Et Credo FAM FE-- 


CERIS QUOD te rogo, ſed Volun- 
taria oris mei. approba Domine. 


D. Aug. Confeſſ. L 9. c. 13. 


ninth” 


forore Paulina © 


wa - 3 
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»inth Book Of Confeſſions) tO prove a Purgatory ;, ſurely when St. 4u- 
fin aefired all, that ſhould hereafter reade what he then wrote, would 
remember his Mother at God's Altar, it was not to pray her out of 
Purgatory ; if it was, I am ſure ſhe hath had a ſad rime of it to lie 
there fo long ; notwithſtanding which, I do not believe thar, 
when F. Alexandre read this paſſage, Or our Compiler after him, 
they were (0 civil as to put St. Auſtin's Mother into their Prayers 
among them, whoſe deliverante out of Purgatory they daily pray 
for in their Church, | 
* Xub. Tz, 1 need not trouble my ſelf with anſwering the ref of the paſ: 
p. 95, 96. Sages ® from St. Auſtin, not one of which does in the leaſt inſinuate 
N. Alex. A Romiſh Purgatory : would our Compiler but reade St. Auſtin him- 
p- 493, Fl ſelf inſtead of Natalis Alexandre, Monſieur de Meanx, and /uch 
þ.96, 59, People, I am certain he would be. of the ſame mind. 1 am ſure 
N. Alex. St. Mains Opinion was, (as it may be ſeen for example at the 
P-404 FEnd of that thirty ſecond Sernion, which our Compiler himſeff quotes ® ) 
= pm That we ought to believe P that when the faithfull die, and depart 
ks 7 ara- hence, they leave us wnely for a little while, and paſs unto the enjoyment; 


rum de ſuo- of a much happier ſtate than we are in here on Earth. 

rum mortibus 

contriftaxi dolore ſanabili, & conſolabiles lachrymas fundant conditione mortalt, quas cito reprimat 
Fidei Gaudium, Qui credunt Fideles, quando moriuntur, paululum 4 Nobis abire (fy ad ME L10- 
RA FRANSIRE. D. Avg. Serm. 3%. de Verbis Apoftyli. p. 277. Edit. Eraſm. 1528, 


Ifidore of Sevil's Teſtimony is of no value here, ſince He lived 
with, and after Gregory the Great, in whoſe time we own that # Pur- 
gatory began to be believed, and its flames to be blown np firſt. 

As to,the Pra#ice of the Greek Church 4 who pray ſtill for the 
Dead, it is as diret# an Argument as could be urged, that the 41 
cients never believed a Purgatory notwithſtanding cheir praying for 
the Dead, fince the Greek, Church who imitate them in thoſe Pray- 
ers did after the pretended Union 1Nn the Comncil of Florence, and to 
this day do diſown the being or. belief of any ſuch place as Purgatory, 
and charge the Latins with inventing it, 

I will not trouble my ſelf with a»y 05ſervations upon Antiquity 
on this account, I delire the Reader onely to obſerve that the Pray- 
ers put up by the Ancients were for the beſt of Men, for the Mar- 

U tyrs themſelves, for theſe whom they believed to be at Reft, in perfett 

Tranquillity, and with the Lord in his heavenly Kingdom, and there- 

. fore 1 think we ought to interpret thoſe iſhes and Alms and Pray- 
ers for them as teſtifications onely of their Hope and of their Ss 

nat 


4 Nub. Teſt. 
p-98.N.Alex. 
Þ-.411T, 412. 
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(63). 
that rhough they were gone hence, yet that they were ftill alive in the 
Lora mt their Lots to them, whereby they did hope that by their 
Prayers and Alms they could procure for their departed Brethren an 
increaſe of glory, I will conclude this point of debate with a paſſage 
out of that Letter ® which the late moſt famous 


wherein he tells him, that though He had a va 

number of Epitaphs of the firſt ſix hunared years, yet he could never find 
any mention made for the Remeay of Souls, which the Modern ones wiſh 
or defire for the Deceaſed, and that in all the ancient Bas-Reliefs which 
he had ſeen, He could never obſerve any Repreſentation of Purgatory. 


CHAP. VI 


Concerning Tranſubſtantiation. 


_—” 


SECT L 


FT: E next point under debate our Compiler (ets about is 7ran- 
ſubſtantiation, wherein he entertains his Reader with a long 
ſtory about Berengarius, and the Swmods againſt him. T queſtion 
not but a great mary of the Readers of the Nubes Teftium have 
looked upon the Amthonr thereef to be an extraordinary learned 
man for his quoting fo great variety Of very curious, and very rare 
Anthoars, but I can aflure them, that, had he had rhart Ingenuity 
which Pliny the younger requires in 2 borrower, he muſt have ſer 
Natalis Alexandre's name at the beginning, and at the end of his 
tedious ſtory, for out of his Diſſertation de Cauſa Bereygarii it is, that 
our Cowpiler hath furniſhed his Reader's with the large account of 
Berengarins, 

To what purpoſe all thi tir about Berengarins is made, 'I can- 
not underſtand, ſince- we do freely own that that excellent and 


orthodox perſon was oppoſed by a great many of thoſe who > | 
a 


for learned men in thoſe days 5 and that the Bi/hops of Rome falling 
in with the faftion againſt him made ſuch a noiſe with Synods 
about him, and forc't him to /nbſcribe Confeſſions, the Firſt of _ 

; | | under 


Antiquary Monſieur Spon wrote tO Father Le _ = RT s en ” 


Chaiſe, the preſent French King s Confeſſour, the Regale, p. 205, 206. 


ye 


Ow OO" SR 7 "0 wal gh ART; 


 ftrongh, that Tranſubſtantiation it ſelf is an errour, ſince that deti 


© Lanfran. 
de Ench.Sacr. 
in Tom. 6. 
Biblioth. PP. 
Þ- 203, 204+ 
Buit. 1624» 


(64) 


under Nicholas the Second Was not onely 2 ſottiſh, but a 6 lebbern 


one 3 and therefore our Compiler had the wit not to put ir down 
in his Colletion, It were eafte to (hew, how little theſe Confeſi- 
ons agreed with one another, but eſpecially with the. preſent ſenti- 
ments and prattices of the Church of Rome, but that is too large a 
Smbjeft to be undertaken here ? As to Berengarius his being oppoſed 
by the Learned Men of his time, from which our Compiler would 
gather the certainty of his having been in a great Erroxr ; if this be 
a good Argument that Berengarius was in the wrong, it will hold as 
Monk Paſchaſius Radbertus ( who firſ# dreamt of, and expo 
this Monſter to the world) was oppoſed as much by the Learned Men 
of ' his time, If Adelmannus *, Hugo ®, Lanfrank ©, and Durand 4 
wrote againſt 'Berengarius 3 foannes Scotus Erigena and Rhathramn 
( who beth wrote at the command of the Emperour Charles the Bald) 
Amalarius, and Walafride *Strabo, Rabanus Manurus and Heribald 
with others wrote and taught direfly againſt the Nove! Opinion of 
Paſchaſius : (o that (ſhould we compare the writers which wrote 
for that Doftrine which Berengarius afterwards caught, with thoſe 
that wrote againſt him, all Learned Men will grant that Berengarins 
had vaſtly the advantage of his Adverſaries, fince thoſe who wrote 
for his Dotrine againſt Paſchaſins did {o far excell in Learning thoſe 
that did oppoſe him, ſince the Scotus's, the Rhathramn's, and t 
Rabanus's were, men Of infinite more worth and /earving than the 
Adelman's, the Durand's, and the Lanfrank's, the laſt of whom tells 
the formal fily ftory about two Hereſies © ſtarted about the Fleſh of 
the Son of Ian, which the Sacramental Bread was to be converted into, 
and makes the Council of Epheſius to have been procured for the ſup- 
preſſion of thoſes two Hereſies , which is ſuch a forged and ridiculous 
piece of fluff, as (hews what learned Adverſaries Berengarius Was 
like to have, when the moſt learned of them all is guilty of ſuch 
19N0Y ANCE, | | 

' It is not worth while to confute either Lanfrank's, or any of the 
other Authour's Arguments againſt Berengarixs {et down by our Com- 


. piler : he knows we do not derive our Dof#rine from Berengarins, 


and he might know, would he conſult our Proteſtant Writers, that 
we have evidently ſhewn that Berengarize was no ſtarter of a new 
Dottrine, but that what Berengarins ſtood up for in the Eleventh 
Century, had always been the Doftrine of the Catholick Church : and 
this fome Of his own Church are (o far ſatisfied of, that One of m_ 

« whAO 


ow 
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who is ſaid to be 2 perſn of ve great note in France it preſent , did | 


but the other day in an hiftorical manner , that the Belief of 
our Church concerning the bleſſed Enchariſt was the Belief of the Catho- 


lick Church for a thouſand years after Chriſt, arid that we ought not. 


-to be obligedito believe their 7ranſubſtantiation, ſince it wanted 
what they themſelves made neceſlary for avy Catholick Doftxine at 
the Conncil of Trent , the Tradition, to wit, of the Church of a# 
Apes. | | | 

Setting then afide their objetting to us Berengarias in the Eleventh 
Century, and our objefting to them Paſchaſins Radbertns inn the Nirmh 
Centary, whoſe opinion.was ſo learnedly and fo invincibly baffled 
by the famous Rhathramn afſloon as it made any ſtir in the World ; 
let us paſs on to that, which we both fo eagerly contend for in 


this point , the Sentiments and Dottrines of the firſt x Centuries a- 


bout the Exchariſt. * I | 

I think the Conrroverfie might be ſufficiently determined from 
Scripture it ſelf , where the Excharift is ſo often noted by ae 
of Bread in the - Ats of the Apoſtles, and St. Panl does fo 0 
call it Bread after Con/ecrarion : but ſince our Compiler waves all 
proofs from Scripture, and appeals to the Dottrine and Belief of the 
Primitive Fathers of the firſt ſix hundred years , T am very willing 
to attend his Aotions, and to join iſſue with him herei 

The Queſtion betwixt: owr Church and theirs may be ſtated in 
a very few words , it is not whether Chriſt's Body be really preſent in 
the Enchariſt, which he knows we declare to'be'o#r Opinion, fince 
we believe that the conſecrated Elements do by the appointmerit of 
God commmnicate tO every faithfull Receiver the Body and Blowd of 
Chrift : but the real debate betwixt ws is , whether the Bread and 
Wine Upon Conſecration are tranſubſtantiated into that very Body and 
Bloud of Chriſt which was nailed and poured out upon the Croſs, Or iN 
other words, whether after Conſecyation there is no other Subſtance 
there but the Natwral Body and Blond of Chrift, This they of the 
Charch of Rome affirm , and this is what our Compiler muſt prove 


to have been the Belief and Doftrine of the firſt fx hundred ears , 


if ke intends to convince -. 


Our Compiler hath amaſſed together ſo great a number of Te-: 


fimonies U this. point, with which he fills up forty pages, that 


ſhould I oblige my ſelf to a particular Examination of every one 


of his Teſtimonies , it would make a book as bare I (hall ga- 
ther againſt his whole Treatiſe ; : will therefore, to ſhorten my 


hack , 
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(66) 
tack, but much more to deliver my Reader from a tedious reperiti- 
on of the ſame Anſwers to thoſe Teſtimonies which ſpeak onely over 
again what was {aid before , an{wer thoſe that are of moſt moment 
and Authority, and refer the ref unto the ſame claſſes with them, 

He is very carefull to follow kis Guide , Natalis Alaxandre , our 
of whey he tranſcribes every Hllable of his Teſtimoni@s-for forty pa- 
ges together, EXCePt two ſmall paſſages out of St. Auſtin, which do 
not occur , as far as I have obſerved, in that long Diſſertation; 
yet is ſo cunning very often to curtail roſe parts of the Teftime- 
vies Which be thought , I ſuppoſe , did ſpeak ro broad againſt 
them, ; . 


SECT. IL 


£ _ The Compiler ® and his Gride alfo begin 
WE _— Rb. agg4 with St. Jgvatizs , who is quoted bringing in 
Diſſrtatio 12: Þ- 496+ the reaſon why the Hereticks abſtained from Com- 
 'munion, becauſe they did nat confeſs that the 
Enxcharift was the fleſh of Chriſt. I have ſufficiently anſwered this 
»-.cum PA- paſſage in my Preface, by turning i: upon my. late Adver/ary 
NEM m from the Axthority of Irenews * who explains the Exchariſftia 
St C ow here by Bread which had been bleſſed , and Origen © who ſpeaks of 
PUS eff the Chriſtians having 4 Bread which was called Euchariſtia ; fo that 
DO MINI we ſay that the Enchariſt or Bleſſed Bread is the Fleſh of 7eſws 
e* 1 Fox wh Chriſt, but that cis muſt be figuratively onely , {1nce Bread can no 
_ Na. "*4- otherwiſe be the Body of Chriſt and Bread ſtill at the ſame time. 
© Orig, contra The ſecond Teſtimony from Ienatins falls in with the firft, fo 
Celſum, /. 8. that I muſt paſs to our Compiler s next 4 from 7«ſtiv Martyr, the 
* Nubes Teft. (trength of which lyes onely in- his ſaying , they were raught that 
ER. the conſecrated ford was the Fleſh and Blond of feſus Chrift; We have 
p. 479. already granted that ir «; however, to corroborate what we ſaid 
above, it is evident. to a demonſtration that this conſecrated Food: 
was ſtill: Bread , and not tran/ubftantiated into the Natwral Body 
*—z79; % and Blod of Chrift, becauſe St. © uſtin ſays at the ſame time and 
wn Fa in the ſame ſentence, that our bodies are NOURISHED by that 
Tegplu, E= 217 conſecrated Food ;, tO afhrm which of the Natural Fleſh of 
'HS «wa Chrift is impious and deteſtable. 20741 
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St. Z-enens ® muſt be anſwered in the /ame (4 po ns: 
war, ſince when he ſays , that the Bread 5s the Alex, p. a64f che het te Net 
Body ;/t and the Cup his Blond , he does al- 
ſo rell us # that the Body of Man is nouriſhed by 8 ——Sic oy nmftra corpora ex 


that ſame conſecrated Bread and Wine, and urges it - 7 Gig Car = RI F T1 
| . ; : repoſita in 
for an arg»ment that owr Bodies ſhall riſe again —— i» as; P == 


becauſe they bave been nouriſhed by the Body : apo 
Fhad of Cleif : every yllable of which & di- Zi FO. 60 


RET am Tranſubſtantiation. 
T 


two Teſtimonies from St. Cyprian © are of no weight, ſince * Nub. Teft. - 


they onely call this Sacrament the Body and Bloud of Chriſt , as all 22" "5,112+ 
the reſt hitherto have done: And thus our Compiler hath brought AY 5: I 
us through the three firſt Centuries of the Church, thoſe Golden ; 
Ages , whoſe Teſtimnies we {o much value and admire ; out of 


.whoyw the Reader may ſee, that he hath not — one paſſage 
[0 


which is not directly agarnſt h7m/e/f. He begins the next Centu- 

ries with the Comncil of Nice * which ſays but = 1 14s, 7:ftium, p. 112. Nat. 
what Ignatius did, when it calls the Exchariſ® Alex. þ. $06. EE” | 
the Body of Chriſt: as to Her farther Teſtimony 

from Gelazins Cyzicenns * , about not minding the Bread and Wine * Nub. Teſt. 
before ns, but raiſing our minds by Faith to confider the Lamb of God Co 
offered without [heading of blond by the Prieſts ;, the ſenſe of this paſ+ p, 506, 507. 
ſage is no other than, that Comminnicants by Faith ſhould repreſent 

to themſelves the Offering of the Lamb of God, and that receiving 

the pretions Body and Bloud of that Lamb of God; they ſhould be- 

lieve them to be the Pledges of their Reſarrefjon : and had our 

Compiler but had the Ingenuity to have tranſcribed the two next 

lines to theſe out of his —_ » Father Alexandre, Every one 

would at firſt bluſh have ſeen, that, 5 the pretions Body and 

Blond of the Lamb of God which the Faithfull were to -receive 

here into their mouths , was not meant Chriſt s true Natural Body , 


but his Figurative or Symbolical Body , the conſe- ' Propter hoc .etim neque mul- 


crated | Elements of Bread and wine, ſince ay”. accipinuts, ſed parum, ne ſei * 


are adviſed to take but & ſmall portion of his Body and amus quod non ad ſatietatem , ſed. 
Bloud, remembring that they did receive not to ſa- ad ſanftimoniam ſumimus. Gelas 
tisfie nature , or to fill themſelves, bit to ſanTifie CYyTc. im Nat. Alexandri, Differ. 
rhemſelver : it is ſenſe to talk of receiving /iz- 12:99 70 + 56% 11, © 12: 
tle or ch of the conſecrated' Elements; but, = 
Tam fute, it is far from it to talk of taking z /rtl-'or much of the 
rue" Natural Body of Chriſt. | | 
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m Nubes Teſt. Enſchinss firſt Tefimony® will not ſerve our Compiler's purpoſe , 


5.13, fince People do not ule to celebrate the memory of that thing which 

p $10.  isreally preſent it (elf at the ſame time, and therefore the Sacrifice ſpo- 

the Croſs once offered, and the Oppoſition here is put betwixt this 

commemorative eb and thoſe legal ſigns and figures which did not 

contain or exhibit the Truth it ſelf; and not betwixt the »at#ral Bo- 

dy of Chriſt, and the Sign or Figure of it : for Euſebius doth in another 

eats 4 acide Biebboe part of this Wark ® tell us that owr Lord com- 

pn P's 9 2609s Sv TS wanded to make uſe of Bread for the Symbol or 

Av atSaawiy = _ Sign of his Body, The next Teſtimony from hin 

dit. Parif. 1628 ( Nab.Teſt. p. 113. Nat. Alex. p. 518.) falls in 

with Jenatizs and the reſt. 04. On 

* Nub. Teft. St, Hilary * hath Cd himſelf in the next Teſtimony in a man- 

p 114--xan NET VETY different from the Fathers that were before him, to recon- 

p To 9. "t- cile him with whos, I think, his words ought to be extended no far: 

ther than to denote that in the Excharift we do reall receive the Bo- 

& and Blexd of Chriſt ; Iam ſure He did not believe any Annikilari- 

en of the Elements Or any Tran{ubſtantiation of them, when in his Com- 

ments on St. Matthew, obſerving that 7#das did not communicate with 

; the reſt of the Apoſtles at the firſt Inſtitrion of the 

” Neque ſane bibere cum © PI* © Excharift, he gives the reaſon of ir, becauſe he was 

= Rs, nanny n- erchs A not fit to arink P with our Saviour then, who was not to 

vitis iftins frultu , bibituros ſecum drink with him in his Kingdom, which thing our Sa- 

Joftea polliceretur. D. Hilar. Com- wour had promiſed that all the reſt ſhould, who did 

- dobene tth. Canon. 30. Þ. 435% then DRINK of the FRUIT of THIS VINE, 

: "— If it was ine which they drank in the fir 

Inſtitution of the Exchariſt, it was certainly Bread which was bro- 

* Nub. Teſt. ken by our Saviour , and eaten by them. | | 

þ. 214, 115 The following large Teſtimony from St. Cyril 4 of {eruſalem, 

p. $24, $2 "q which ſpeaks of the Bread's being the Body of Chrift , and that we 

527. ought not to look upon it after Conſecration as naked and common 

t'By Time Bredd, 1S what we all believe as well as any Romaniſt : however, 

» *Ag]+, Js though we muſt not look on i: after Conſecration as commer 

—_— ” bs Bread, yet we may look upon it as bleſſed Bread, and though we 

* 7s dr; 4. muſt not look on it then as naked Bread, yet we muſt look on ir 

Sore ou 8 frill as Bread, or elſe inſtead of ſaying that ir was not common. 

aa. D. Cy- Bread, St. Cyril muſt have ſaid that ir is zor. Bread at al; which 

=. Cavoch. wy was as far from thinking as from ſaying here , where, he 
t 


$4 >a Auditors, that * wnder the Type Or Symbol of Bread, the 


1640. 


ken of in this Teſtimony is onely a Commemoration of that Sacrifice on 


WEerYE. 
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ws} —- 
were made Partakers of the Body of Chriſt , and under the Symbol of 
Wine, they did receive his Bloud. 

There is no man, who hath read Cyril himſelf, that can be ig- 
norant how in the 1-Hſtagogical Catechiſm , next befdre this quo- 
ted by our Compiler , St, Cyril (peaks as great and a4 extraordina 
things of the Chriſm-oil for Confirmation, and yet I never met wit 
or heard-of that Perſon , who believed that either Cyril himſelf, 

Or any body elſe upon his words, did believe that the Oi! was rran- 
ſubſtantiated when it was made Chriſm. 

St. Baſil's Authorities * are not worth conſidering, ſince they © Nub. Teft. 
onely made this Sacrament to be the Body and Blond of Chriſt, and ?: ! —_ 
to be more excellent than the Sacrifice: of Bulls and Goats; which - = o * 
X ; . $28. 
1S denyed by none of us, The next large paſſage from his Brother 
St. Gregory Nyſſen * makes directly againſt our Compiler , and fo * Nub. Teft. 
would every Reader have ſeen , bo our Compiler but had the ?; ! wo 
honeſty to have ſet down the whole paſſage of Gregory Nyſſen , as my = 
his Maſter F. Alexandre had done. The deſign oF the whole paſ- | 
ſage is to ſhew, how man that conſiſts of :wo parts, body and ſoul, 
may in 4oth of them become immortal; for the /ou!, He makes its 
being joined by Faith unto Chriſt to be the means Of its attaining Sal- 
vation and Immortality; but for the body, which had been poiGned 
and made mortal by fin, Gregory Nyſſen makes the Reception of the 
Body and Blond of Chriſt into our Stomach , and the Diſperſion of 
the-Sacrament into owr ſeveral parts , to be neceſſary to our Bodies * 
being cured of that poiſon which had affected every part of or 
bodies, and to their being made immortal, 

All this is but what ene ſaid fo long before, and this now- 
nibing of our Bodies in a ftrift and proper ſenſe cannot. without Bla(- 
phemy be attributed to the Natzra/ Body and: Bloud of Chriſt. 


The »ext paſſage from the /ame Father in our Compiler " 1s made » Nubes Teſt. 


up of Scraps out of a fair large quotation in his Maſter F. Ale- Þ- 118. 
xandre, and cannot be fairly and clearly underſtood without the N** Alex 
reſt, which however I ſhall not trouble my ſelf to ſet down, 
fince ir falls in with the reaſoning of the firſ# Teſtimony from this 
Father, and the Anſwer to that is as ſutable to this laſt. 


As to the /aſt Teſtimony from Gregory Njſſen *, 1 grant that this * wubes Teſt... 


Father ſpeaks of. a Change in the Elements, in ordey to their being p. 118. 


made the Body and Blond of Chrift , but that He means »o change of Nat: Alexan... 


the ſubſtance Of theſe Elements of Bread and Wine, but merely a © 537 
change of their Quality and Virtue, is evident from his __ 


Þ- 532, $3Þ 


Fi 


of the change in this Sacrament to the charges of Water in the ather 
= Greg.Nyl. Sacrament Of Baptiſm, Of a Prieſt upon Ordination*, of an Alter #pon 
Orat. 90" its Dedication, of the Ol for Confirmation, none of which is believed 
—_— — by «ny man gf ſenſe to be tranſubſtantiated, but onely to receive 4 
E4.Par. 1615. change Of their Uſe, Quality and Virtne ; and therefore this laſt In- 
ſtance of our Compiler's from this Father is very impertinent, ſince 
in that very Oration about Baptiſm , the change of the Elements in 
the Exchariſt is made ule of as one Inſtance among the reſt of a 
change made in Virtue and Zuality onely, 

He that will be at the pains to reade that Orartion over will 
find it as evident as the Sun at midday, that when Gregory Nyſ- 
ſen talks of the changes there, He neither means nor contends for 
any other change than that which we believe doth happen to the 
Elements upon Conſecration , to wit, a change in their V/ſe, Puah- 
ty and Virtue. 

Our Compiler hath mangled alſo the next Teſtimony from Ephrem 

7 Nubes Teft. $55.9 , but to no purpoſe at all, ſince notwithſtanding all »#; 
- fudy , #0 care, Ephrem Syrus 1s as expreſs againſt their Doftrines as we can 
p. $41. defire, He teaches here, that the Receiving of the Body and Bload of 
Chriſt, is to be procured by Faith, which this Father thakes the' Inſtr#- 
ment of conveying them to 3 which is ſufficiently- plain againft 
our Compilers Church, which will have the 1:cked to receive the 
Body and Blowd of Chriſt as well as the Faithfull. 
* Nubes Tefl. The two next Teſtimonies from St.Optatus and G andentins * are not 
ht , . T9 againſt »s ; they fall in with I. Ipnatins, and are conſidered there ; 
p. 550, 552. and, which is more, are confirmed by our Compiler's /econd Tefti- 
* Nubes Teft. mony * from Gaudentius , which acquaints us, that ir was conſecra- 
Cc — ted Bread ( and therefore Bread ſtill) which our Lord gave to his 
$52, $2. Diſciples, and (aid, This is my Body þ." | 
T 


Cn P ANE M cenſecratum (4 V I' N U M Diſcipulis ſuis porrigeret, ſic at, Hit eft 
Corp; Hic eft Sanguis mews. St. Gaudent. Tra. 2. in Exod. 


SECT. II. 


Having hitherto obſerved with diligence our Campiler, and-ex- 

* amined particularly bis ſeveral notations for Tranſubſtantiation, 1 
ſhould be as tedious to the Reader as troubleſome to my ſelf, if 
I ſhould take the ſame method in examining the reſt of his Teftime- 

, nies which do follow; and indeed there will be little-occafion 
for ir, ſince the reſt of his notations uport this'Subjett are either 
very Vain Ot very much forced, to make an appearance for 7 Gab 


SE II et PEG 


ſubſtantiation. Te would be very irkſome to anſwer particular! | 
every one of his numerous 2uotations from St. Chry/oſtame ®: it is -1 * Nubes Toft. 
moſt a ſufficieat anſwer to fay , that they are every one of then ?: 12% 12h 
( t the :wo /mall ones Out of his Book, De Saceradetio ) taken Naw, Alexatt. 
out of his Howilies, wherein all Learned Men know and own that Þ» 554, 55%» 
that Father did indulge too much to the warmth of his fruitful 555, O% 
fancy, and to the very heights of Rhetorick and Eloquence : and there- 
fore thoſe towering expreſſions muſt be allowed for as, rhetorical 

pts and thoſe paſſages ( which ſeem the neareſt to the DoJrine 
of Te aiſubfantiation mult be taken in a figurative /enſe, becauſe 
ſpoken allegorically, and many of them with a very big byperbole. 
I would deſire of any man of Learning and Ingenuity whether he 
thinks Sr. Chy/oſtome did believe himſe/f, or would have others 
to take him in a literal [enſe in moſt of the 2uctations ſet down 
by our Compiler , when ( for example) He talks of their ſeeing 
Chriſt's Garment ; when He tells thoſe that were deſrrons of ſeeing 
Chriſt's ſhape, form, cloaths ond ſhoes, that they did ſee him, that they 
did touch him, and that they did eat him ; when He talks of the 
Tongues of the Communicants being purpled or dyed with our Saviour s 
tremendows Bloud 5 when He talks of their not onely touching and ea- 
ting our bleſſed Saviour , but of their faſtening their teeth into hus Fleſh, 

? muſt confeſs that I cannot (though F. Alexandre and from him 
our Compiler it ſeems could ) tranſcribe theſe paſſages without a 
ſacred horrour , and that I cannot but think that Holy Father did 
wonderfully tranſgreſs the Rules of true Eloquence, ſince, 1 think, 
ſuch extravagant expreſſions are apter to excite a horrour of the Thiyg, 
much more than a Love of Chriſt in our Hearts, However , at- 
ter all theſe rhetorical, hyperbolical and figurative Declamations , we 
are very. certain that this good Father was far from believing a 
Tranſubftantiation ; {1nce in a point of Contraverſie, and in cold bloud 
as it were, when he was ſecuring bus Friend againſt the Apolinari- 
an Herefie, He does urge the Continuation of the Elements of Bread 
and Wine in their own proper ſubſtance Fi their Conſecration for an 
Argument againſt that Hereſie ® 5 which thing He could not have 
done , had 
Wine upon Conſecration were iranſubſtantiated into the Natwural Bo- nachum. 
& and Bloxd, of Chriſt. | 

I need not ſpend more words about the Teſtimonies from our © Nubes Teft. 
Compiler's next Father , Saint Ambroſe , the. firſk.© of which: onely 7; 22% 129- 


J 1 1 Nat. Alexan. 
runs a Compariſon betwixt this our Sacrament and the fews Manna, ,, yo —— 
and 


> D, Chryk. | 


He believed himſelf, that the Elements of Bread and HO : 


' 
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and, very deſervedly, prefers the fir as moſt beneficial. As for 

© Nubes Teft. the reft of the Teſtimonies from this Father ©: to be brief, I ſay, 
G 4 v1 th 3%, that we own a change in the Elements of Bread and Wine upon Con- 
- Ni Alexan, /ecraff®%, and that St. Ambroſe does fitly call in the Omnipotence of 
| Þ- $79, 580, God to prove it, (ince we believe that a# the Powers in the World 
$31, 582, were not able to inſtitute this Sacrament to ſuch a purpoſe , were 
593» 597+ not able to give to Bread ( which was common before ) upon 
the pronouncing of a few words and Prayers, the Virtue and Efficacy to 
communicate to a faithfull Receiver the Body and Bloud of oar Sa- 

viour , all the benefits of his meritorious Death and Paſſion That 

St. Ambroſe contended for, nor meant any other change is evident 

from the 4** Book, (if his,) de Sacramentis, where contending in the 

ſame manner, and upon the ſame Topick, for a change, He demands 

© $i ergo tanta wi &ft in Ser- to know © whether the Word of God, which was able 
mone Domini Jeſu, ut inciperent eſ- to give thoſe things a Being which had none before , 
ſe que non erant, quanto magts Pe- mp; not much more able to make theſe Elements to 


ities Commer Doane contine mar theme, © which malt be a 


broſ. de Sacram. I. 4. © 4 to their Subſtance ] and yet to change them into 

| another thing C which muſt be as to their Lua- 

lity and Uſe : ] and this St. Ambroſe farther proves, when quick- 

ly after this He compares the change in the Elements to that of a 

perſon baptized, whom. no body believes to be changed as tO his Sub- 

ſtance, but onely 2s to the 2uality and Diſpe/ition of his Soul and 

Life, T will add no more than that in this ſame fourth Book, de 

* Fac nbis Sacramentis; this Father * calls this Sacrament the FIGURE of 
Banc Oblatio- 1, Body and Bloud of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt. 


ONE m— AC- 
6:38 qurd eft Figura Corporis & Sanguinis Domini noſtri Jeſu Chriſti. D. Ambr. de Sacr. 
ls 6-4 $f; os 
The following Teſtimonies from St. Hierome are eaſily anſwered, 
e Nubes Teſt. by telling our Compiler ©, that the Body of Chriſt which the Prieſts 
kg hag are ſaid to make is his Sacramental or Figurative, not his Natural Bo- 
p. $98, $99, ay; to ſay, a Prieft can make the Natural Body of Chriſt, is, I think, 
602. coo horrid to be owned by av» that pretend either to Chriſtianity 
Or common ſenſe : and this Father doth ſufficiently explain himſelf , 
b Nos autem when he ſays® , that the Bread which our Lord brake and gave his 
——_— M, Diſciples is his Body, | 
mr Feet Dominus, deditqus Diſcipulis ſuis, ESSE CORPUS Domimn, (xc. D. Hier. Ep. ad 


I do not ſee one Teſtimony from St. Auſtin worth ſtaying upon, | 
we all believe that the. faithfull do eat the Fleſh and drink the m_ 
| Chrif, 
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Chriſt, but there is not a word in all of them | about the Breadsl was. 7: 
and Fine's being :ran/#bſtantiated; and no wonder, ſince among #: 135, 135, 
the Fathers there is not One more direct againſt 7ra»/ubſtantiation No _- 
in forty places of his Works than St. Auſtin; I will but mention ,,5;, 5; * 
one very ſhort paſſage, but ſo plain and ſo dire as ought to be /uf- 5: tp 2c 
ficient to have prevented the Romanifts ever bringing St. Auſtin on 
the ſtage as a Patron of, or Friend tO theirgTranſubſtantiation : it is 
from his Book againſt Ademantus, where He tells us * that owr Lord * Non enim 
made no difficulty to ſay, This 1s my Body, when he gave his Diſciples the Domauu du- 
Sign of his Body. . — —_ 

Corpis meum, cum Signum daret Corporis ſui. D. Aug. con. Adam. c. I 2+ 


St. 1f6dore Peluſiota's Teſtimony | hath been an- ! Nub. Teſt. pgt40. N. Alex. 
{wered too often to- take up a»y ro» here, Þ- $76, 677- 
And thoſe yy nay from St. Cyril of Alexan- 


ve been {pared alſo, had our: « ys. 77. p. 140, 141, 142. 


aria ray 6 
| Compiler known the Deſign of them ® St. Cyril's N. Alex. p. 698, 579, 681, 682, 


deſign in thoſe Books (out of which F. Alexan- 684, 685, $86,687, 688, 550, (Fc. 
dre and from bim our Compiler have gathered 
all the Teftimonies inthe Nubes Teftium) was to prove that the H- 
manity of Chriſt ts perſonally united to his Divinity, and He urges Ne- 
forins with this Argument among the reſt, that in the Excharift we 
are made Partakers of the Life-giving Body of Chriſt, that no fleſh 
could have ſuch a power but what was per/onally united to the Eter- 
nal Word of God. | . 
This is the purport of St. Cris reaſoning hence, and now 
what is all this towards the provipg that the Bread and ine are 
tranſubſtantiated into the Natural Body and Bloud of Chriſt ? where 
is there a word in all theſe /arge "yy tha ſet down by our Compiler 
that ſpeaks any ſuch thing ? There are ſome of theſe very paſſa- 
yes which are ſo far from helping to prove a Tranſubſtantiation, 
that they do ſuppoſe the dire& contrary : I will 
inſtance onely in that of the * Sor's being wni- * Tire Þ 8 & fav 6 ys 
ted to us by the Myſtical Euchariſt, or as it is 7 arer5uW©&f IN Eyroyicy hs 
expreſſed in the fourth Book of his Comments up- "vis nn JOE 
on St. ohn, That by the Encharift we do reteive © - Rs 
the Son of God himſelf ® in ws. If there be Tran _ * —z # Eoacr/ay ares I 
[ubſtantiation either taught, or believed here, then ©2275 Ixtuoer # Try, Idem 


| by the Body of Chriſt we receive the Body of CILLA BS 


Chrift 
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Cirif, and rhe Bly of Criſt is made the Iyſromene of carving 


» the Body of Chriſt ; which is admirable ſtuff, but fach as the Re- 

maviſts mult own, who ſay that the Exchariſft is the Natwral Body 
y Nub. Teſt, and Blond of Chriſt, I cannot infaſt longer on fuch an abſurdity, 
p. 145, but muſt paſs on to the Teſtimony from Procius ? which is dire 
N. Alex. againſt our Compiler, fince it is the Preſence of the Holy Ghoſt, and 
P. wn nu. 16t of the natural Body agg Blond of Chrift that (according to him 9) 
wp 2u25y + makes the Elements tO become the Body and Bloud of Chriſt, 
"Emooimuery | 
Ts Als TIrdualos wegridiuwr, 3mmws Th ATT ON Sis Tiapuo/s F=— gens x, cifoy mount 
ae Y, C448 Ty ours — min, Wc. Proclus CP. de Trad. D. Litur. p. 581. 


The next Aathority from St. Leo (Nub. Teft. p.147, ex N. Alex- 
anaro, p.700.) is not worth conſidering ; And as to the other 
Pucations from the Homilies that go under the name of Euſchirn 

* Nub. Teſt, Emiſenus the Semi-Arian ®, I anſwer that were they really Hi-, 

p 147, 148, yer They ought not to be admitted in this Controverſie, but fince 

__ "__ they are certainly believed, by owr Writers, and owned by rhe Ro- 

712. | * miſh Writers not to be the work of Euſebins Emiſenus, and fince it 
is uncertain when theſe Howilies were firſt drawn up, We cannot 
admit Them to any Authority or place within theſe ſix firſt Centaries, 
and therefore need not trouble o#r Readers with any Anſwer unto 
them. - | 

* X45. Teſt. _ The laſt Paſſages from 1/dore of Sevil * ſpeak nothing to the 

em purpoſe of a 7ran/ubſtantiator : we grant that Chriſtians are obliged 
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N. Alex. , ' & - g- | : 
P-914, 915. 70 offer the ſame Sacrifice which Chriſt inſtituted, and that —_— ji 


was a Commemoration of his moſt meritorious Paſſion (to be under- 
gone the next day) for a! men : but how Tran/ubſtantiation can 
be proved hence is what I am far from being able to ſee. I am 
ſure St. Ifidore was of the contrary Opimon, when ſpeaking of the 
* ..-Sicat Vi- Enchariſt, He (aid that the Subſtance * of the Viſible Bread and Wine 
Sbilts Panis doth nouriſh and exhilarate the outward man, (that is, onr Bodies), 4 
O& Vini jub- he Word of God, the Living Bread doth nouriſh the Souls of the faithful 


Stantia exte- 
rrorem nutrit Communtcants. 


& inebriat - 
hominem : ita Verbum Det, "qui eft Panis Vivus, participatione ſui Fidelium recreat mentes, $. Ifi- 
or, Hiſpal. apud Rathramni Lib, de Corp. & Sang. Dom. p- 120. Edit. Par, Boilcu. 1636. 
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f have now gone through at the Teſtimonies produced by or 
Cempiler in order to the. proving that Tranſubſtantiation Was as 
much the #elref of the firſt ix hmared years of the Chriſtian Church, 
as it is now of the Chwrch of Reme ; and I cannot but appeal to 
the Reader, how litthe theſe numerons Teſtimonies have advantaged 
the Roma Cauſe, and how far any of them hath been' from proving 
the belief in thoſe beſt days of the Church of any Tranſubſtantiation : it 
had been eafie for me here to have produced ab»ndance of paſſages 
out of thoſe Farhers which ow Compiler hath quoted, and out of 
other Eminent Fathers whom he hath omitted, to evidence how 
far Antiquity was from knowing, or believing any fuch mnſtrous thing 
as Tranſubſtantiation; T could not onely have produced their Opi- 
»ions, but their Praftices alſo upon Record dire&ly againſt any 
Tranſubſtantiation, as, for example, the making Plaſters of the Ex- 
chariſt 5 their mingling the Conſecrated Wine with their Ink, to make 
their Subſcriptions more authentick and ſolemn ; their burying the En- 
chariſt with their Dead ;, their ordering the Euchariſt to be burnt, if 
hept till it were ſtale or mouldy ;, but as I have not leiſure nor room 
here to produce thoſe convincing Authorities of the Ancients, ſo nei- 
ther need I to inſiſt farther on theſe Praftices which ſpeak /o loxd- 
ly, how far the Chriſtian world was then from believing the Excha- 
riſt to be (through Tranſubtantiation) the Natural Body and Bloud 
of our bleſſed and glorified Saviour. | 

I cannot however paſs by without a Remark that Prattice of 
burning the Euchariſt, if It had been hept tov long. This was formally 
provided here in Eng/and (for Example) in the Texth Century near 
2a Thouſand years after Chriſt by the thirty eighth 


a: 5 ; "A * Docemus etiam, ut Sacerdos 
of the Canons of our Church * made in King E! ag ma 


gar's Ren ; And yer, to let the world ſee opus fuerit ) Euchariſtiam, Cy hanc 


what a ſort of Enemies Berengarius met with In 7 puritate cuſtodiat, caveatque ne 
the very next Century; when that Champion for invereraſeat. Sin diutius reſervata 


OY. ; . faerit quam oportuit, UT ut nauſeam 
the Primitive Dofrine about. the Enchariſt ur 97 pres ven ET phys 


ged upon his Adverſaries a Matter of Fat, that gne, Oc. Can. 33. ſub Edgaro «- 
the Encharift was corruptible, whereas the Natural pud Syelm. Conctlia Tom. 1. þ. 452+ 


Body and Blond of Chriſt were owned by all to be 

incorruptible : Gaitmund the Archbiſhop of Averſa (who was oe of 

his Antagoniſt.) denies very briskly m_ matter of Fa#, and _ 
2 mo 
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Þ Berengarius dicit : caro Chri- 
ſti incorruptibilis eſt, Sacramenta 


vero Altaris, fi drutins ferventur, 
corrumpi. VIDENTUR 
ENIM PUTREFIERT. 
now follows the Reply) 0 ca- 
mmtoſa lingua, 6 lingua blaſphe- 
miis aſſueta : or ad extor- 
quendam ſuperbe de Scripturis Dei 
ſuam perditionem, fc. Guitmun- 
dus Archiep. Averf. de Verit. Euchar. 
I. 2. p. 228, 229. apud Tom. 6. Bt- 
blioth. PP. Edit. Par. 1624. 


= againſt poor Berengarins, as if 


(76) 

moſt outrageouſly > upon Berengerime for it, 
and exclaims without meaſure a his calum- 
niating and blaſphemous Tongue, and goes 0n rai- 
he had been 

ty of the moſt impious falſity : whereas if 
Berengariua's Tongue Was blaſphemens for urging 
a matter of Fat, which the Prafice of the 
Charch had given /«fficient Teftimony to, in orde- 
ring the Encharift to be burnt that was corrupted, 
I am ſure Guitmund's Pen was not inexcuſable to 


fay no worſe of it, but altogether #»becoming a 


Chriſtian, much more an Archbiſhop. 

I will ſtay no oper upon this Point which hath been fo 
much, and fo invincibly expoſed ; if any defire farther fatisfac- 
tion herein, I muſt refer him to our late Treatiſes On that Subjef, 
and if he would ſee Tranſnbftantiation proved not to have been 


the /en/e of the Primitive Church in 4 leſſer compaſs, I refer him to- 


the twenty fifth Chapter of Veteres Vindicati in anſwer to Mr. Sclater 
of Putney. 


CHAT. VI 
Concerning Images. 
SECT L 


I Have now left upon my hands but oe other of the Points at 
preſent der debate : it is a point which gives ſo much offence 


tO a great part of the world who are Chriſtians, and is ſuch an 04- ' 


facle to a greater part who would Or might become Chriſtians : I 
ſpeak of the /hip of Images, which they of the Church of Rome 
contend ſo much for, md which we of the Reformation cannot 
contend too much againſt, Our Compiler uſhers in this Controverſie 
with a /arge account about the warm debates for and againſt Images 
in the Eighth and Ninth Centuries of the Church - his Margin to 
this account is {0 painted with Authorities for all he ſays in it,. that 
i* would look like ey, and a piece of very ul nature to oy 
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1 his _ very well read in the Hifory of theſe times, were T not = 
V — that al this i ary gn _ 
gratefull Plaginm ought to be expoſed, and the world told, that p 
this formal Account, and theſe Marginal Notes ate all taken out of Lb. 
his o/d Maſter F. Alexandre *. , ————_— Þ' 
calum 8. Cap. 2. Artic. 1. de Iconoclaflarum Hereſi, p. 6s, 66, 69, 90, 71, (oc- 


I muſt doe our Compiler however this right to let the Reader 
know that He diſcovers ſomething more of Di/cretion in this As- 
count than his Maſter himſelf : Our Compiler * ins hi account * Nub. Teſt. 
with telling his Reader that the fews, Marcionites, Manichees and © 15% 

 Theopaſchits had always ſhew'd themſelves profeſsid Enemies of Holy 
Images : but his Maſter F, Alexandre tells us a greater piece of news, 
that the Gentiles as well as * fews, Marcionites, 6-20 ants p 
Menichees and Theopaſchits had of a long time, or Geet Jadas nrclote 
(as our Compiler tranſlates jam olim) always been nichai, Theopaſchirz jam olim Sa- 
enemies of the Holy Images. I think this about cris Imaginibus bellum indixere,Gc- 
the Pagans being ſuch enemies to Images 15 a Diſ- 
covery, {hd a thing which few people would have thought or hit on : 
but ſo it is, if we may believe F. Alexandre, and therefore his 
Tranſcriber was to blame not to let his Engliſh Reader hear of it, 
that ſo he might know, whom we herd with that are /uch enemies to 

- Images, and that he might upon occaſion call Proteſtants either 

Pagans Or Tconeclaſts, fince they are all of a hamoxr, and in the 
ſame fattion againſt Holy Images. 

It is not my buſineſs to examine thrs account of the Luarrels in 
the Eighth Centwry about Images : it is owned that in that Centary 
as one part of the Church by a large Council of Biſhops did put a 

= ſtop to, and utterly forbid -the making and Worſhip of Images, 
3 which was an Ew then creeping into the Church ;, j after them 
+: another Synod at Nice did endeavour to undoe what thoſe religious 
Biſhops had appointed, and did command that Images hould be 

ut into Churches, and be worſhipped there : But it muſt be remem- 
red alſo that this laſt Conventicle of Nice was deſpifed by the 
Weſtern part of the Chriſtian World, and her Definitions Con- 
demned in a Council of three hundred Biſhops at Frankford under 
Charles the Great, who himſelf, or ſome by his Command, yer 
not without his Royal Afſiſtence did with ſo much learning and 
accuracy fally confute all the Pleas and grounds for Images made uſe 
of by that Conventicle at Nice. PRA 
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And as to-owr ow Nation {0 far were They from ſubmmitring to 
what had been enacted at'Nice, that, when the Zmperony Charles 
the Great tranſmitted hither the Definitions of the Symod at Nice 
© «-.Imagines tO Offa King of Mercia, Hoveden © tells us that the Church of God 
Adorari de- | here | did abominate and abhor what they had enatted at Nice about 
bere , q%4 the Adoration of Images, and that the famous Alcuin wrote and car- 

omnino Eccle- . : , 
Ro thed-cxe- ried a Letter in the name of the Biſhops and Princes of England to 
cratur. Con- that Emperour, wherein from the Sacred Antbority of Scriptare A\cuin 


rra quod ſcri- baffled the Aderation of Images. 

pſ/it Albinus OED | 

{ Alcuinus r.)] Epiſtolam- ex. authoritate Divinarum Scripturarum mirabiliter affirmatam ; illam- 
gue cum eodem libro ex Perſona Epiſcoporum, ac Principum noſtrorum Regi Francorum attulit. 


R, Hoveden, Annal. Pars 1. þ. 405+ Edit, Wechel. 16501. 


Paſſing therefore rheſe rhings as nothing to the prrpo/e of the 
preſent debate, which ſhould be to ſhew that images were not onely 
uſed, but adored within, and during the firff fx Centuries after 
Chriſt : we challenge onr Enemies to ſhew that the Church of God 
in thoſe firſt ages did not onely uſe, but worſhip Images. | 

Our Compiler manages he beginning of hs accoxnt fo {lyly and 
in hs old way, that I queſtion not but moſf ofchis credulous and 
unthinking Readers do thereupon believe that Images were always 
ſed in the Catholich Church, and always worſhipped by Her. The 

Kubes Teft. 7s, (faith he) Marcionites, Manichees and Theopaſchits had AL- 

bs al WAYS /ew'd themſelves profeſs 4 Enemies of Holy Images, and had 
been induſtrious for the ſuppreſſing them among Chriſtians. But in 
the year 723 the Jews with an nnuſual fury declared War againſt 
them, &C. | 

I appeal to all Learned men, whether moſt mex would not hence 
believe that Images had always been »/ed and worſhipped in the Pri- 
mitive Charch ;, and I do not ſee why all that reade him thould not 
believe the /ame, ſince it is very natural for every one to argue 
thus with himſelf; that the Holy Images could not Always have 
been oppoſed by the Jews, Harcionites, and the other Hereticks, 
Except they had Always been »/ed and worſhipped in the Church, It 
then vr Compiler did thus believe himfelf, and had a mind to con- 
vey the /ame belief unto his Readers, 1 muſt tell him, .that for «4 
his reading of Father Alexandre's Books He diſcovers a great deal of 
ignorance in this thing, fmce what He writes here is a notorious falſ- 
hood : but if he pretends that his meaning onely was that ſince Ima- 
ges were «ſed in the Chriſtian Church, they had always been poſed 
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»by theſe Jews and others, 1 maſt then aſſure him that He deals moſt 
ai ouſly, and uſes tw much craft for an Honeſt Writer, while 
He that in this account, which could onely keep his Rea- 


ders from believing a groſs wntruth, 
If our Compiler uy doe the Cortroverfie about Image-Worſhip 


any true ſervice, and keep-within his own bounds, the Belief and 

Praftice of the firſt five hundred years of the Church, He maſt ſhew, 

that, for thoſe five hundred years as well as ſince, Images were not 

onely «/ed but worſhipped by the Chriſtians in their Aſſemblies. 
How unable either our Compiler, or his Maſter Father Alexan- 
dre are to (hew. ſuch a worſhip of Images then, is hence apparent in 
that they are not able to produce ary Authowr for the fr/? three 

hundred years of the Church that ſpeaks of Images either «ea, or 

_ worſhipped in the Church of Chriſt during that ſpace of time : I 
know our Compiler quotes Tertulkan 4 but He is very unhappy in * NV. Teft. 
it, ſince all the world knows, that-know ary thing of Antiquity, that &, "95: 
Tertullian was ſo far from ſpeaking of the »ſe of Images, or the pjſcriatis 6. 
Lawfwlneſs of them among Chriſtians or any people elfe, that he in Sec. 8. 
was againſt the very art of painting and makiig Images, and lookt ?: 528: 
upon 3t as *tterly nnlawfull, and univerſally forbidden © by God : and © Tdilum tam 
farther that place of Tertullian which our Compiler alludes to (for So . 
he does not give 'us Tertulian's, but his after F. Alexandre's piper - 4 
words) ſpeaks not of any Image, but of a mere embleme engraven prer hanc cau- 


ſam ad eradi- 


upon 4 Chabiee. 'D endam fate 
cet materiam Idololatrie, Lex Divina proclamat, Ne feceris Idolum : &y conjungens, neque -ſimi- 
lirudinem eorum que in cxlis ſunt, (7c. Toto mundo ejuſmodi Artibus interdixit Servis Dei, Tert. 
de Idololat. c. 14. Edit, Franck. _—_— 


As to the three 7: eſt imonies f 2bout the Statze of our Saviour (et * Nub. Teft. 
up before her door by the Wiwman whom or Savioxr cured of the &, 1534 755" 
Iſſme of Blond, our Compiler might very well have ſpared them, p, 525, 624. 
fince Eaſebings in the very next words to his account of it tells us 8 © Kai Jaws 
that it was through her heatheniſm that ſhe did this, and that up the (2590 | wo 
ſame gronnd the Painted Images of our Saviour and Peter and Paul es thy s 
were in many hands, which a heatheniſh gratitude had taught ſome to ,c-oiyru5 
make to ſhew their reſpett to them. . ess TY Ea- 

Thege Npeays 
Tuba memos * Imwx 9 Amcbhav urs ms Eixora Tlawas of Tierge, £ rs I TH 
Xeu" 8 os yewudruy u Wapais aw oulfcy bgopiionyy) * ws tixes of maAudy 4 2 EgpuAdK as 
IQ Ewiegs FONIKH ETNHOETA* ang ions any rudy Eovrur F TEABY- 
Euſeb, Hiſt, Eccl, 1, 7. c, 18. Edit. Valeſ. * All 
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All the following Teſtimonies about the Traufent Sign, Or Figares 
bub. 16 FAN of the 4 uſed by egy the Great and 
4b, Teſts PISS, 150,157,070 afterward: ® are £0 no purpoſe, 1nce Our Compiler 
45 09" E _ pg API cannot ſhew wichall that they were worſhipped; 
—_—_—e . if ke could, why did he not 3 let him ſhew that 
| as they uſed in Conſtantine's time the Figare of 
the Croſs, ſo They- adored it ; let him ſhew that the Ancients did 
prattiſe what the Church of Rome now does, that They adored the 
Image of the Croſs, and (which is far more according to them- 

: ſelves ) that Latria was paid to it, which the Church OL Rome now 
: _— > ſays i i due to it, | 
DEBETUR EI LATRIA, erit 4 dextris, Cyc. Pontificale Romanum, þ. 480. col. 1, Edit. 

Rome, 16511- 


That the Reader may ſee the dire? contrary Praftice betwixt 
the Church of God in thoſe days, and the Church of Rome at this 
preſent, I will produce onely St. Ambroſe's accomnt of Helena the 
Mether of Cults finding at —— h roſs _ wy our 

{ Saviour Was crucified; He tells us * that upon 
arcem ADOZAVIT ber finding the Title, (by which ſhe knew our 
nn LIGNUM wtique, quia hic Saviour s Croſs from either of the other two) 
GENTILIS eff ERROR She ADORED the KING of Heaven, 
ped Deb hg _ »« THE WOOD OF THE CROSS, 
tu Theodofii, T. 3. þ. 61. Edit, [ which would have been in Helena, and in it 
Eraſm. 1538. | ſelf ] 5s a PAGANISH ERROUR, 

and the VANITY of the IMPIOUS. 

By the/e words I queſtion not but St. Ambroſe meant that to have 

Adored the Croſs, would have been downright Idolatry : and yet our 

Compiler hath furniſhed us (in defence of Image-Wor/hip) with 

two or three Fathers which are of the oppoſite Opinion : his St. Aſfe- 

! Nub. Teſt. r;45 Amaſens | is ſo far from thinking it a» Impious Vanity to adore 
Ao _ the Croſs, that He (if we may believe the Rowi/h Writers and the 
Panypl. Sec.n. [ccomd Synod atNice, for there is nothing of this Oration in Rubenins s 
Þ- 71. Eaition or in the Bibliotheca Patrum of La Bigne) ſays that Chrifti- 
w Þ..Apparet 415 are COMMAND E D by the LAW of GOD * 
Signum (viz. ADORE the CROSS®, me are very unhappy that we 
Crucis] Qwd could never ſee this Command in the Law; could we but ſee it, cr 


-- ft had St. Ambroſe eyer dreamt of ſuch a Law, neither He nor we 


LEGIS Chjiſtian ADORANT, Aſterius Orat, de S. Euphemia. in Nubes Teſtium, 
Þ. 164. 


. would 
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would call Adoration of the Croſs Idolatry : but this of 4ferin is 
5 too groſs and too abſurd to deſerve a word of anſwer, 
S Aſterivs (aid the Adoration of the Croſs was commanded, (0 
F Paulinus Nolanns , another of our Compiler's Vou- 


chers , aflures us * that it was prattiſed yearly at » * Nubes Teſtium, p. 153, 159. 


at. Alex. Panopl. Sec.7. p.5 1,62. 


F > Jeruſalem , when at every Eafter tne my of 

Fi, that Church did produce the Croſs ( on which our Saviour ſuffered 

#I _ which was kept by Him ) to be ADORED by the People z 

- and his third Anthour , ® Ruſticus Diaconns , tO . | 
y : 9 , 4 N, be Ti , . . 
Y clear the Point tells us, that te WHOLE x. Akes. ———— 4 _ 


CHURCH throughout the WHOLE WORLD 
did without any Contradittion or Diſpute ADORE the NAILS 
P with which our Saviour was faſtned, as well 4 the WOOD of the *--Clawy & 


OT ) hich Pl Lignum vene- 
HOLY CROSS on which He ſuffere py hp nar 
Ommnis per totum mundum Eccleſia abſque ulla contradiione-adorat- Ruſt. Diac. in Nubes Teſt. 
Þ» 172. | | 


I queſtion not but every one that reads theſe paſſages will admire 
how things came to be ſo much altered ; or rather, how St. Am: 
broſe and this Panlinus ( who were Contemporaries for ſome time ) 
{ſhould give us /uch diametrically oppoſite accounts about the Aderati- 
ox of the Croſ5. I will onely defire the Reader ( that I may de- 
liver him from his admiration ) to obſerve , that Paxlinus in this 
very Epiſtle tells us, that the place from whence our Saviour aſcen- 
' ded into Heaven could never after onr Saviour's aſcenſion be paved 
*with Marble or any thing elſe, but that the Earth threw it all off, and 
that the footſkeps of our Saviour are plainly to be ſeen there; and 
( which is a better Story ) that though the Biſhops of Jeruſalem did 
give an infinite number of the pieces of the Croſs to Pilgrims and others, 
who begged them of thoſe Biſhops; yet that the Croſs it ſelf is ( to put 
it into our Compiler's tranſlation ) nothing at all diminiſhed, bat re- 
mains as entire as if never touchd Or mangled. I hope this will 
give the Reader enough of Panlines , whoſe Epiſtle I have once 
read over, but hope in God I never /al again. As for Rfti- 
ens Diaconns, T will return no other anſwer than that thoſe who 
| know ary thing of the State and Prafices of the Church for the firſt 
fix Centuries, \ Soo very well that what Ruſticus /ays, is not (to 
ſpeak ſoftly ) the greateſt Truth. 
Though Pazlinus Nolanus is not worth the vindicating, yet I 
cannot but tell our Compiler _ he wrongs Him very _ 
| W 
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4 Nubes Th. 1ihen He ſays % aſter 'F. Alexardre, that the bieſea TYinity was ac- 
- 165, 167. ſcribea in Moſaick werk 4 4 Churah baile by thas Paulinus : where- 
<p" 5 there is 00 ach rhing mentioned by Paulin there in that E- 
S5c.8. p. 531. piſtle, nor or21t it, Or ca it le gathered from the Ferſes (et down 
by F. Alexandre and our Compiler 5, (ince, though the Son avight be 
repreſented by a Lamb , and the Holy Ghoſt by a Dove, there was no- 
thing tO repreient God the Father, Except theſe wiſe Gentlemen, will 
have him repreſentea"by a Koice, which is a little r00- 0gd., 2nd a 

Voice tOO hard a thing tO be painted, | 
The reſt of our Compiler's Teſtimonies within the fr ix Centm- 
: Nub. Teſt ries prove no more than the «/c of © P.xinting in the Churches the 
p- 150, 193, $,;415 and the Martyrs Suffering: , 3nd /ome Scripture Hiſteries , all 
wy, 155> which is nothing to the. purpoſe , except he could prove ( which 
Nat. Alexan. he is far from being able to doe ) that rhe/e that brought thaſe 
Diſſert. 5. Paints into the Churches were as carefull to worſhip them , as the 
_—_ p 529. Church of Rome now 5. However , we muſt inform the Reager, 
+ ah that as this Cuſtome of having Paints and Images in the Churches 
; was without any Command. from Scripture, and without. any, Example 
of the Church for the golden Ages thereof , the firſt three. hundred 
years; {o neither was it #niver/a/ , but met with great. oppoſition, 
 placuit pj. 1n the beginning of the fourth Century the Council of Ilehiris in Spain 
Furs in Ec- commanded that there ſhould be no Pitures in any Church \;, and the 
cleſia eſſe non Story of St, Epiphanims iN the ed of this Century is ſufficiently knows, 
-—-a6 qo who coming by chance into. Church which had a Ye/ over the door 
35. :n T. x, Painted with the Piftare of our Saviour Ot ſome other Saint, tore it 
Concil. p.974-+ to pieces, and gives this zeaſon for. his. daing /o ( in his. Letter to the 
Biſhop of feruſalem) becauſe * it was againſt: 
t Cium ergo hoc vidiſſem in Ec- Seripture to have the Pittare or Image 'of 'any 


clefia Chriſti contra Autoritatem Is. TE 4 
Scripturarum haminis pendere Ima- P erſe " in 4 Chr iſtian Church, But after 


TS. Ein, Wards Come by Gees brought theſe i 

;_ kl Ig _ twres into moſt Churches , and. the, ignorant 

Hieronymi Opera, Tom. 2, Þ. 58+ people began [£6] worſhip, and. fel} 9 - 4aarius: 

Edit, Paril. 1533: " them in the ſixth Century 5 which oze of the Bi- 

ſhops of the Church, Serenug of Marſeilles , ta 

king notice of, broke down the Piitures and Images, and caſt them 

aut of the Church, This was taken notice of by Gregery the Great, 

: =C and though ke would act hana bed him. to 

_ of nyo Rag have broken the Imager, yet ” he mo__— 
; » » bis Zeal againſt their being worſhipped, Il 

OE RIVERS; JO his. A#thority-{ufficient to end this point of i 
Irover 
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traverſe betwixt me and the Compiler : He does eaftem Tmagines non debuilſe judi- | 


in this Epiſtle fally declare himſelf, that he came. Greg. M. in Ep.-109. t..7. 


would have the people hept by all means from | 
and recommends onely an Hiſtorical 
Ufe of them for the Ignoramt ©: He is of the 
[ame mind in his next Epiſtle to this ſame Biſhop, 
Seremw 3 and though at this day in the Charch 
of Rome mages are ſet up not onely for an 
be worſhipped; yet I am 
that Gregory the Great's DofFrine was, that 


giving any worſhip to Images , 


Hiſtorical Uſe , but to 
ſure from his own Pex, 


F Tia ergo Savnlia 0 ily 
nemgs Ld ab earum ADORA- 
T um prohibere debuit : 1- 
dem, Ibidemn, 


Images were placed in the Churches for an Hiſtorical Uſe onely, and 


NOT TO BE WORSHIPPED*®: and 
Gregory concludes his Direfions tO that Biſhop 5 
that if any body would have an Image made, He 
ſhould not hinder it ;, but for the paying Adoration to 
Images, He ſhould by all means hinder and forbid it x 
and He adviſes him to admoniſh 7 his Charge, 
that wpon the fight of thoſe repreſentations they 
would raiſe up in themſelves ſmable affeftions , 
and with hamility proſtrate themſelves to, and 
pay all their Adoration to the O M NI PO- 
TENT BLESSED: TIT RIMN. J- 
17 #03 


* Frangi vero non debuit, Quad 
NON ad ADORANDUM 
in Eccleſiis, ſed ad infliruendas 
SOLUMMODO mentes fuit 
Neſcientium collbcatum. Idem, Ep. 9. 
L. 9. 
y Et fi quis Imagines facere us 
luerit , minime prohibe : Advrare 
vero Imagines, omnibus modis DE- 
VITA. Sed 'bec ſollicit® fratern:- 
145 tha admonceat;, ut ex vt 
ret geſts ardorem compunttionts per- 
cipiamt, & in ADORAT IONE 
SOLTIUS OMNIPOT ENTITS 
SANCTA TRINITATIS 


humiliter profternantur. Idem, Ibidem. 


Swch paſſages as this T have juſt mentioned, ro which I could 2dd 
many more out of Antiquity, do fo much «ffe# me , that I cannot 


enough wonder at the 
the preſent Church of Rome *, which commands 
Solrus Ders Adwandns to be ſtruck out of the 
Marginal Notes of Humfredns's Latin Tranſlati- 


e.and Edition of St. Cyril of Alexandrid's Com- 


ments upon Eſaies * ; and ont of the Aarginal 
Notes in Robert Stephens - Bible printed 15 57. 


Index Expurgatorins Of 


© Index: Libror, Prohibit. & Ex- 
purgandarum, p. 234+ Edit. Madri- 
tl, 1667. 


« Cyriffus ex Verſ. Humfred! 
Baſil: 1556. Þ- 258. 


Serviendum Soli Deo * ;, whereas beth theſe paſſages are the very words * Index Ex- 
of our Saviour himſeff , Matthew 4. 10. I would fain know of ?s 7.5" 
am Romaniſt how this is not virtually and in effet? to command 
that that Verſe in the Goſpel ſhould be fruck on , though ir con- 


tains owr Savionr's ownexpreſſions, who ſhould lardly be allowed 7 
M 2 


[0 
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to underſtand his ow# Religion as well as the Managers of the In- 


dex Expurgatorius, | 

And for what relates to the Croſs it /elf, they have Þ ordered 
that non wt Adoremus ( not that we ſhould Adore it ) ſhould be 
ſtruck our of faſins his Learned Commentary upon foſhua 22. 28, 
Theſe are things {o very notorious that my wonder -increaſes , and 

admiration at thoſe people, who (notwithſtanding all this) would 
fin have #: believe, that they do not worſhip the Croſs it ſelf : 
when not onely their PONTIFICAL, and their SE R- 
VICE on Good-friday, teach and ſhew that they of the Church 
of Rome adore the Croſs , but their Index Expurgatorins is (0 Care- 
fall to ſtrike our of the Indexes to the Fathers Works any thing that 
doth bur appear to thwart or contraditt ſuch worſhip. 

If the Chrch of Rome doth not worſhip Images, why is ſhe {0 


© Index Ex- carefull to ſtrike out © of the Index to St. Hierome ſuch innocent 
Pre. P30. ſages as theſe, Adorare Statuas vel Imagines , Cultores Dei non de- 


bent ;, the Worſhippers of God ought not to ADORE Statmes Or Ima- 
ges; Imago una tantim veneranaa , One onely Image , [_ to Wit, God 
the Son, the expreſs Image Of his Father ] is to be worſhipped. Why 


« Nos artem doth the poor Index ſuffer here, and not St. Hierome in whows 4 theſe 
unum habe- very expreſſions are *? 


mW vIrun , 


& UN A M vereramur Imaginem, que eſt inviſubils Cy omnip»tentis Dei, D. Hier. in Ezck. 
l. 4» Co 16, 


* Index Ex- 
Purge Po 52+ 


If the Church of Rome give no Adoration tO Saints or Angels, why 
doth her Index Expmrgatorins command /ach paſſages as theſe follow- 
3ng to be ſtruck out of © the Index to St. Athanaſins's Works , Ado- 
rari ſolius Dei eſt, nullins amtem creature, Adoration is to be paid 
to God alone , and to no creature with him, Angeli non ſunt Adorandi , 
Avgels are not to be Adored 5, Creatura nulla adoranda, nulla invocan- 
aa, immo eam adorare Arianorum & Ethnicorum'fit ; No creature is 


to. be adored or invocated , to adore which would be to play the Arian 


or the Pagan : | would fain know why the 1:dex to his- Works 
muſt be dealt /o ſeverely with , while Athanaſins himſelf is guilty 
(if there be a» crime in them ) of every expreſſion in the paſſage? 
which are condemned by the Index Expurgatorins, 

Let any one but look into St. Athanaſins's third Oration againſt 
the Arians, and He may there find this Great Father ( pon occaſi- 
#n of his mentioning St. John's offer to worſhip the Angel ) ſpeaking 

| Ouc 
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out * plainly enough, that God alone is to be adored, and that the An- * Oixt» ©E- 


gels ( ſince they are but Creatures ) notwithſtanding their Excellen- or _ 


N 

Cies are in the number -of Worſhippers,” not- of the worſhipped, In his (1,,,, wa: 
Epiſtle to Biſhop Adelpkius H himſelf ſays, ( what the Index to DN a. 
him did but tranſcribe, ) That we do net adore any Creature, God % 98nil ol - 
forbid ( (ays the Good Father ® that we ſhould, ſince this would be THO 
the ſame ſin that the Arians and Pagans are guilty of but we ao adore i by p eg 
the Lord of the Creation, the incarnate Word of God. | owar, £106 
Ta 6101" of, 5%, 07 9% eagyanuweturor, ava TH agrmirmey # raven. —_— 
Orat. 3. contra Arian. p. 204+ Edit. Commel. 1600. 


5 —Ov wli-ue me07% wits, u# Yon, i2111a1 38 x, Avtaray " mary "vb, FIVE: 
+ Kueuoy © xlionas on; wwhwls +7 Ots A'2ov acorn. D. Athan. Ep. ad' Adelph. p.331- 


If the Charch of Rome doth not adore the Martyrs and their Re- 
liques, why doth her Index Expargatorius (trike out of the Index 
to St. Hierome , Non adorantur Martyres , Martyrs are not to be ade- 
red; Adoramus Solum Deum , honoramns Reliquias Martyrum ; We 
adore God alone, and honour onely the Reliques of the Martyrs : Th 
Managers of the Index Expurgatorias ought to have conſidered, 
that if there be any crime in theſe paſſages ; St. Hierome himſelf 
ought to anſwer for them, fince it was He that ſaid , Chriſtians, . 
aid not adpre the Martyrs ® , much leſs their Reliques. 0 — 
put aliquando Martyr s adoravit, quis hominem putavit Deum, Cc. D.Hier. c. Vigilan.T.2-p.122+ 


Either the preſent Writers of the Church of Rome are not [ſerious 
and 5n earneſt with «s , or they think our eyes (hut, and that we 
do not ſee _ of their Books: © it is very vain to talk {as our 
Compiler doth) of refpe# onely and honour to Saints and their Re- 
liques and Images, when we ſee that auy thing which offers to deny 
Adoration to all theſe is condemned by their Authentick earthly Par- 
gatory,. the Roman Index. | 
I will infiſt no farther on theſe ſcandalons things , but hope I 
may , under the Prote/Hion , and after the Example of Gregory the 
Great , conclude, not onely againſt Images, ( as i He did, ) but ! Greg. M. 
againſt every Creature animate Or inanimate, tht NO RELIGI- Ep: 5: 9 
OUS WORSHIP is or can be aue or given to any of themy be- 
cauſe of that ſaying of our bleſſed Saviour : Thou ſhalt WORSH IP Matth. 4. 10. 
THE LORD THY GOD, and HIM ONELYT 
{halt thn SERVE, 


C O N- 
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CONCLUSION, 


| = Ge now gone through all our Compsler's Colletions , and 
anſwered all his Teſtimonies that were of moment , or came 
within the firſt ſix Centuries , I have nothing left but his Apper- 
dix upon my hands 3 but ſince He owns whence he borrowed 
this Appendix, and all Scholars know how ſolidly Biſhop Merton an- 
fomedels whole of Brereley's Apology, I need not trouble my /e/f 
with anſwering a» little parcels of it ; Having anſwered our Com- 
piler's Colleftions out of the Fathers themſelves, and-ſhewn that they 
neither ra»ght nor believed nor praftiſed what our Compiler would 
have them to have done ; the Appendix is not worth contideting ; 
fince, if av Proteſtants did confeſs that rhe Fathers believed and 
ratiſed as the Church of Reme now doth, they were miſtaken, as hath 
een ſufficiently proved ; but if they did not ( as I think it were 
ealie to /hew ) They are abuſively brought in here, being Witneſſes 
#4gainff,, not for, the Church of Rome. 
I always lookt upon it ſo fervile a thing to flatter or court a 
Reader for his good opinion Or approbation, that, as I diſlike it in ow 
I Preface, 6 I am relolved to keep it out of my Book as 
well as Preface. All I intreat of the Reader is, that: be. would 
read without Prejudice and judge impartialh betwixt this Anſwer 


and the Nubes Teſtinm;, and then, I believe, he will ſee very good 


reaſon for that which I will conclude with, That the Fathers of 
the firſt five hundred years did neither believe nor prattiſe ( in relation 
to the Points at preſent under debate )) what the Church of Rome at 
preſent doth belicve and praftiſe, 


POST. 
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POSETSICRIFY 


Hs 4 little room left here, I cannot employ it better, 

than to take notice of a very great cheat put upon His 

Sacred Majeſty as well as the reſt of the Auditours by F. Sa- 

bran, in his Sermon before the King at Cheſter in Auguſt laſt : He Scrmonprea- 
told his Arditory , that he followed the Advice of St. Auſtin, when — —_ 
he did recommend himſelf to the moſt bleſſed Virgins hom ; and the King, Au- 
did adviſe them to doe the ſame : and he quotes for this Saint guft 28. and. 
Auſtin's 25 Sermon, de Sanitis 3, whereas it is confeſſed by all — 
men of any Learning, that this Sermon was not St. Auſtin's; the _— 
very Title of it is \ufficient to convince: all. that know any thi 

of Antiquity, Sermo in Feſto Aſſumptions Marize, does not: boy 

agree to any thing that is near & Auſtin's time : the Bemedsc- 

tines of Pars have caſt it into the Appenatx, as [purions, and tell | 
us *thatin their Aanſeriprs it'wants the name-of any Auchaur ; © Fre: 


but the-DPivines of Zowvain tell us, that in feveral' MSS:! which 5 7-5 


they uſed in their Edition of St. Auſtin > this Sermany: dbiSanftes, Ra | 


was intituled to Falbertus Carnotenſss. It is certain it was not Edit. Par. 
writ by St. A»ſtin, or within twe hundred years after him, from 4 pp 

St. 1dore's being quoted in it, wha.lived.in Sel of theig.,n. oe, 
{event Emntwry 5 It is probable that. it does belong. to. EFalbertzs. LY a 
who lived-nor till patt-a rhowſrnd years after Chriſf.: So that-1.p- 531- Co- 
have reaſpm.ro.conclude that F. $abraw was gailty either of grear 192: ABrPP. 
Tenorance ON of: notorious Aiſongenaity,, who-won be ro the 2626, 
venerable St; Anuſtin this notoriaus. fi y:,. and lay thae' brat to” 

St. A»ſtis., which their own Divines do:, and cannot but , own' 
to be altogether illegitimate 3- afid cherefare!F.Sabrux, now hes 
cannot but ſee his great errour , ought to undeceive, the Mews: 
bers of his Church, that ſo we may have no more boaſting from 
them of this egregious cheat, as if it were the genuine iſſue of - 
St. Auſtin, __ 


THE END, 
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Books printed for and ſold by X. Mortlock, at 
the Phenix 1n St. Paul's Church-yard. 


A Letter to Mr. G. giving a True Account of the 
"A Late Conference at the D. of P. in Quarto. 


A ſecond Letter. to Mr. G. In Anſwer to Two Letters 


lately publiſhed concerning The Conference at the D. 
of P. 1n Quarto. CATED | | | 


FLETERES YVINDICATYI, In an Expoſtulatpry 
Letter to Mr. Sclater of Putney, upon his Conſenſus //e- 
terum, &c. wherein the Abſurdity of his method a 
Weakneſs of his reaſons are ſhewn : His falſe Aſperſions 
upon the Church of England are wiped off, and Her Faith 
concerning the Euchariſt proved to be that of the Pri- 
mitive Church. Together with Animadverſions on Dean 


Boilea's French Tranſlation of, and Remarks upon Ber- 
tram. In Quarto. 1%. 
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